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Current Topics. 


The Companies Winding-up Rules, 1903. 


On Tvxspay last, on taking his seat in court, Warrrveron, 
J., said that a question had arisen as to the mode in which 
applications in chambers in actions transferred under rule 42 
of the Companies Winding-up Rules of 1903 should be dealt 
with. Under the jurisdiction in companies Winding up it had 
for some time been the practice, as a general rule, for the 
registrar in such cases to make such order as he might think 
fit, leaving the dissatisfied party to move the judge in court to 
discharge it. In the Chancery Division, on the other hand, the 
master adjourned the application to the judge without making 
the order. He had consulted Bucxtey, j . and they had come 
to the conclusion that, in order to avoid a diversity of practice in 
the office, the practice in winding up should be followed in 
the transferred cases. 


Accounts of Trustees under Deeds of Arrangement. 


We rrint elsewhere a new rule with respect to deeds of 
arrangement made pursuant to section 25 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1890. Under that section every trustee under a pm | of 
arrangement is required, within thirty days after the Ist of May 
in each year, to transmit to the Board of Trade an account of 
his receipts and payments as such trustee in the prescribed form 
and verified in the prescribed manner. The Deeds of Arrange- 
ment Rules, 1890, prescribe the form of the account, and require 
that it shall be verified by an affidavit in the form given in the 
appendix. The new rule provides that all such affidavits, if 
sworn in any place in England or Wales, shall be sworn before 
a commissioner for oaths or before a justice of the peace for that 

lace; and may, if sworn in any place out of England aud 
ales, be sworn before any person having authority to 
administer an oath in that place. 


The Intermediate Examination. 

Arrention should be directed to the notice issued by the Law 
Society, which will be found elsewhere, that the subject of 
accounts and book-keepiog will, on and after the Ist of January 
next, be added to the subjects required for the Intermediate 





Examination, and that candidates who are exempt from that 
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examination will be required to pass in book-keeping before 
giving notice for the Final Examination. At first, no doubt, the 
necessity for passing in these subjects, as well as in Stephen’s 
Commentaries, will add a considerable terror to the Intermediate 
Examination, since nothing is revealed as to the extent or nature 
of the knowledge which will be required from candidates— 
whether they are to be subjected to the tests which would be 
enforced on budding accountants, or whether a theoretical 
acquaintance with seme recognized system of book-keeping will 
be sufficient. It would seem to be fair that some guidance in 
rng respects should be afforded before the first examination is 
eld. 


The Long Vacation. 

Accorp1nG to statements which were current at the time of the 
meeting of the Council of Judges in May of last year, we should, 
but for the opposition of the Lord Chancellor, have had the Long 
Vacation commencing on the Ist of August and ending on the 
10th of October. The Long Vacation and all other vacations 
and sittings of the Supreme Court are, by section 27 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, regulated by Order in Council, to be made 
from time to time ‘upon any report or recommendation of the 
Council of the Judges of the Supreme Court, with the consent of 
the Lord Chancellor.” The Order in Council may ‘make, 
revoke, or modify orders regulating the vacations to be observed 
by the High Court of Justice and the High (sic) Court of 
Appeal.” The words ‘‘consent of the Lord Chancellor” are 
awkwardly placed, and it is uncertain from their position whether 
they restrict the Order in Council or the report of the judges. 
In either case, however, their enactment isa novel one. Over 
and over again have statutes authorized the Sovereign in Council 
to make regulations, but in no case that we can call to mind has 
it been enacted that a particular Privy Councillor shall be 
present or consent. Very frequently, too, it is enacted that the 
president of a deliberative body should have a casting vote, but 
in no case that we can call to mind has it been enacted that the 
consent of the president should be necessary to validate the 
determination of the majority of the deliberative body. 


The Release of Part of Lands from a Rent-charge. 


WHERE LANDs are subject to a rent-charge questions some- 
times arise as to, the effect of releasing part of the lands. 
Formerly this extinguished the rent-charge altogether, but a 
new provision was introduced by section 10 of the Law of 
Property Amendment Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35). This 
enacts that “‘the release from a rent-charge of part of the 
hereditaments charged therewith shall not extinguish the whole 
rent-charge, but shall operate only to bar the right to recover any 
part of the rent-charge out of the hereditaments released, without 
prejudice nevertheless to the rights of all persons interested 
in the hereditaments remaining unreleased, and not concurring in 
or comfirming the release.” The effect of the proviso was con- 
sidered in Booth v. Smith (33 W. R. 142, 14 Q. B. D. 318), and 
it was held that, where A.’s rent-charge is charged on land 
which belongs partly to B. and partly to C., a release by A. of 
B.’s land leaves ©. liable only for a proportionate part of the 
rent-charge. He does not concur in the release, and hence, 
if he is called upon. to pay the whole, his right to con- 
tribution from B. must not be prejudiced. This is effected, 
since B. has been released from liability, by allowing 
A. to recover against C. only his proportionate part. In the 
recent case of Price v. John (53 W. R. 456; 1905, 1 Ch. 744) 
C. was, in effect, a concurring party in the release by A. to B., 
and hence, by virtue of the words in italics, he was not entitled 
to the benefit of the proviso to section 10. This left the first 
= of the section to operate according to its tenor, and SwinvEen 
taDY, J., held that, since the release operated only to bar the 
right to recover any part of the rent-charge out of B.’s land, it 
left the whole recoverable against C.’s land. 


Goodwill of Partnership Business. 


In tHe event of a dissolution of partnership, whether by the 
death of one of the partners or otherwise, the goodwill of the 
partnership business is one of the assets, and, in the absence 
of special 
sold, and 


ovision in the partnership agreement, it must be 
e proceeds divided between the parties. This, of 








course, does not prevent the individual partners from carryi 
on the same business, but since Zrego v. Hunt (44 W. R. 225; 
1895, A. C. 7) it has been clear that it prevents them from 
soliciting the customers of the partnership business: see Re 
David § Matthews (47 W. R. 313; 1899, 1 Ch. 378). In 
general it seems that every business will be deemed to havea 
saleable goodwill, and in the recent case of Hill v. Fearis 
(53 W. R. 457; 1905, 1 Ch. 466) this has been held by 
Wakrgrnator, J., to hold good of a stockbroker’s busin 
notwithstanding that it cannot be carried on under the old name 
without the permission of the Stock Exchange, Various 
attempts have been made to define goodwill, and judges shew 
an increasing tendency to express thomselves in very wide 
terms. In Crutwell vy. Lye (17 Ves. 335) Lord Expon spoke of 
it as “‘ nothing more than the probability that the old customers 
will resort to the old place.” In Zrego v. Hunt Lord Macyacurey 
said that, generally speaking, it means much more than this, 
‘‘ Tt is the whole advantage, whatever it may be, of the repute. 
tion and connection of the firm, which may have been built up 
by years of honest work, or gained by lavish expenditure of 
money.” And now Warsginerton, J., in Hill v. Fearis, describes 
it as ‘‘ the advantage, whatever it may be, which a person gets 
by continuing to carry on, and being entitled to represent to the 
outside world that he is carrying on, a business which has been 
carried on for some time previously.” In effect, the courts have 
given up trying to analyze goodwill. It is assumed that in 
every business, not purely personal, it exists, and it is enough 
to secure that it shall be a saleable asset for the proprietors of 
the business, and that it shall be properly protected, as has been 
done by Zrego v. Hunt, in favour of the purchaser. 


The New R. S. C. 


WE pnzint elsewhere in their final form the new Rules of the 
Supreme Court of which the draft was published a month ago 
(ante, p. 579). As we have already pointed out, two of the new 
rules supply omissions which have been found to exist in conse- 
quence of the abolition of replies, except where specially ordered, 
Thus where money is paid into court with a defence, and no 
reply is ordered, the money may be accepted in satisfaction 
within ten days from the delivery of the defence (ord. 22, r. 
7). Hitherto the plaintiff has been allowed to accept money at 
any time “before reply.” Similarly, amendment of a state- 
ment of claim has hitherto been allowed once at any time before 
the time limited for reply. Where a defence is delivered, and 
there is no order for reply, the amendment can now be made 
within ten days of the delivery of the defence (ord. 28, r. 2), 
Under the new rule 13a, of order 22, where an action is trans- 
mitted from the High Court to the county court, the registrar of 
the latter court can obtain transmission to himself of any money 
standing to the credit of the action. It is important to notice 
that ord. 31, r. 26 (security for costs of discovery) has been 
remodelled. In the draft rules the proposed change only 
affected the second clause of the rule, but now the whole rule is 
annulled and a new rule substituted. The new rule omits the 
provision for payment into court without a special order of £5, 
and of an additional 10s. per folio of theinterrogatories beyond five 
folios, and provides generally that a party seeking discovery by 
interrogatories or otherwise may be ordered, on making the appli- 
cation for discovery, to pay into court the sum of £5 or any less 
sum, and may be ordered to pay into court such additional sum as 
the judge may direct. Thus the amount to be paid in will depend 
in all cases on the order of the judge, and, if no order is made, 
payment into court will not be necessary. Ord. 45, r. 1 (attach- 
ment of debts), is extended by providing for service of the 
garnishee order nisi on the garnishee, and, unless otherwise 
ordered, on the judgment debtor, or their solicitors. Another 
important change is that made in the fofm of order for produc: 
tion and inspection of documents: No. 18, App. K. Under the 
form hitherto in use the inspecting party has had the right to 
take copies on his own account: Ormerod, Grierson, & Co. v. St. 
George’s Ironworks (53 W. R. 502). In future he will be 
entitled to inspect and peruse the documents produced and to 
take notes of their contents, but he will have to bespeak copies 
if he wants them, and pay for them at the rate prescribed by 
ord, 65, r. 27 (18). The new rules come into operation on the 
31st inst. 
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“Pecuniary Investments.’’ 


Ir woutp appear from the decision of Farwett, J., in Re 
Price (53 W. i. 600; 1905, 2 Ch. 55) that money on deposit at 
a bank can be classified neither as “‘ready money” nor as a 
“pecuniary investment.” A testator included in one gift “all 
his life assurance policies, ready money, and book debts,” and 
jn another ‘‘all his mortgages, debentures, and other securities 
for money, shares, stocks, and pecuniary investments” ; and the 
will contained also a gift of all the residue of his real and 

rsonal estate. It would not be unnatural to suppose that 
money on deposit would pass under one or other of the 
first two gifts, but, as a matter of construction, it was 
excluded from both, and so passed under the gift of residue. It 
js not ‘‘ ready money” because it cannot be drawn out without 
several days’ notice. So it was held by Kexewicn, J., in Re 
Wheeler (52 W. R. 586; 1904, 2 Ch. 66), where fourteen days’ 
notice was required, and the same principle applied to the ten 
days’ notice which was required in the present case. Indeed 
FarwE.t, J., intimated that the money would not be “ready 
money” if it was subject to more than twenty-four hours’ 
notice of withdrawal. And the money was not a “pecuniary 
investment ” because, so it was said, money on deposit is not 
invested, but is only waiting investment. Reference was made 


to a dictum of Lord Maocnacuren’s in Perpetual Ezxecutors, | 


fe, Association v. Swan (1898, A. C., p. 768), when, in 
speaking of a Colonial statute, he said: ‘The framers 
of the Act knew perfectly well the difference between 
depositing moneys with a bank and investing moneys on 
security.” This may be so, but it may also be suggested 
that the point was as to what the testator in this particular case 
intended, and not merely as to any general distinction between 
moneys deposited and moneys invested. The testator had 
referred to securities for money, and so had covered the ordinary 
meaning of pecuniary investments, and it would perhaps not 
have been unreasonable to treat ‘‘ pecuniary investments’’ as 
going beyond ordinary investments and covering the money on 
deposit. The case shews the prudence of obtaining specific 
instructions from a testator as to any money which may be on 
deposit at the time of his death. 


Transfer for Trial with a Jury. 


Tue Decision of the Court of Appeal in Lord Kinnaird v. Field 
(reported elsewhere) is one of some interest. The court affirmed a 
decision of WarrineTon, J., refusing an application on the part 
of the defendant for transfer to the King’s Bench Division for 
trial with a jury. The action was one for spegific performance of 
an agreement to compromise a previous action, and the defendant 
has delivered a counterclaim based on allegations of libel, slander, 
and malicious prosecution. His application to Warrineron, J., 
was that the whole action and counterclaim should be transferred 
tothe King’s Bench Division and there tried with a jury under 
R. 8. OC. ord. 46. Rule 2 of that order provides that ‘In 
actions of slander, libel, false imprisonment, malicious prosecu- 
tion, seduction, or breach of promise of marriage, the plaintiff 
may, in his notice of trial, and the defendant may, in his notice 
of trial, and the defendant may, upon giving notice within four 
days from the time of the service of notice of trial, or within such 
extended time as the court or a judge may allow, or in the notice 
of trial to be given by him as hereinafter provided, signify his 
desire to have the issues of fact tried by a judge with a jury, and 
thereupon the same shall be so tried.” The court,with some reluc- 
tance on the part of Vavenan Witu1Ms, L J., upheld the learned 
judge in his view that this rule must be construed strictly, and 
that, in the light of the definitions of “ plaintiff” and “ action ” 
mm section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1873, its powers did not 
apply toa defendant counterclaiming. The Court of Appeal 

80 refused to interfere with the discretion exercised by 
Waxriveron, J., in declining to transfer the action and counter- 
daim under rule 7 (a) of the order. This rule provides that 
“In every cause or matter, unless under the provisions of rule 
26 of this order a trial with a jury is ordered, or under rule 2 
of this order either party has signified a desire to have a trial 
with a jury, the mode of trial shall be by a judge without a 
jury; provided that in any such case the court or a judge may 
at any time order any cause, matter, or issue to bo tried by a 
judge with a jury or” in other specified manner, It dves not 





appear from the report whether the defendant relied on rule 6 
of the order, which provides that ‘‘In any other cause or 
matter, upon the application (within ten days after notice of 
trial has been given) of any party thereto, for a trial with a jury 
of the cause or matter or any issue of fact, an order shall be 
made for a trial with a jury.” ‘‘Any other cause or matter” 
means other than those mentioned in the preceding rules, #.¢., 
those in rule 2, matters assigned to the Chancery Division, issues 
in causes or matters which could have been tried without a jury 
without consent prior to the Judicature Act, and issues requiring 
prolonged examination of documents, or scientific or local 
investigation. We are informed, however, that Warrincron, J., 
held that rule 6 could not apply, the case being one which 
could formerly have been properly tried in Chancery without 
consent by a judge without a jury, and therefore coming within 
rule 4, to the exclusion of rule6. And it washeld in Zhe Temple 
Bar (11 P. D. 6) that rule 6 gives no right to a trial by jury in 
any case which could under the former practice have been tried 
without consent without a jury, though the court has now a discre- 
tion. But the decision in the case under notice seems to have been 
based on the ground that the defendant’s counterclaim was not 
in itself an action, and that he did not, by reason of his having 
dslivered a counterclaim, thereby constitute himself a plaintiff, 
within the meaning of therules. In Delobbel Flipo v. Varty (1898, 
1 Q. B. 663) it was held that a counterclaim was not an action 
liable to be remitted under section 66 of the County Courts Act, 
1888. Onthe other hand, notwithstanding the definition in the 
Judicature Act, it has been held that “plaintiff” includes a 
defendant counterclaiming for the purposes of ord. 27, r. 11, 
which provides for motion for judgment in default of defence. 
But in other cases the strict definition has bees adhered to 
(see Jones v. Macauley, 1891, 1 Q. B. 221), and accordingly 
Warrineton, J., and the Court of Ap refused to make this 
case the occasion of any further exception.” 


The Workmen’s Compensation Act. 

In a recent case under the Workmen’s Compensation Act at 
the Liverpool County Court, an important point was raised as to 
the meaning of the phrase “building which exceeds thirty 
feet in height.” The claimant was a painter, engaged on 
a building in course of construction, who fell from a 
scaffolding and was injured. Measured from the level of 
the street the building was under thirty feet in height, but 
measured from the floor of the cellars inside the building 
was over thirty feet. The judge decided that the Act applied, 
and awarded compensation. The point is a very important 
one, which has often been discussed, but does not appear to 
have yet been brought before the Court of Appeal. It is quite 
in keeping with the general drafting of the Act that no defini- 
tion whatever is given of the height of a building. Section 5 
(21) of the London Building Act, 1894, defines the height of a 
building to mean the measurement from the level of the ground 
before excavation to the level of the top of the parapet, or 
where there is no parapet, to the level of the top of tue external 
wall, or (in the case of gabled buildings) to the base of the 
gable. In the case of Hoddinott v. Newton (47 W. R. 499, 
1899, 1 Q. B. 1018), which was a London case, an attempt 
was made to persuade the Court of Appeal to apply this defini- 
tion to the Workmen’s Compensation Act. The court, however, 
refused so to apply the definition, and decided that a building 
which was twenty-eight feet only from the ground to the parapet, 
but thirty-six feet to the ridge of the roof, was over thirty feet 
in height within the meaning of the Act. Now in fixing the 
arbitrary height of thirty feet the Legislature clearly must have 
had in view the risk run by the workmen. As the building 
increases in height the risk increases. The risk, however, 
increases, not by reason of height above the natural level of the 
ground before the works were commenced, but by reason of 
height above the lowest part of the building. Therefore, if 
foundations are excavated to the depth of twenty feet, work on 
a wall ten feet above the ground may involve the same risk as 
work on a wall thirty feet above the level of the ground where 
there is no excavation. It seems, therefore, only reasonable to 
assume that the intention of the Act is to measure the buildin, 
by taking into account its height below the level of the gro 
as well as above that level; and probably the decision of the 
county court judge was right. 
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Breach of Promise of Marriage. 


An action for breach of promise of marriage of a very 
extraordinary nature was recently tried in the King’s Bench 
Division. It will probably for a very long time be used by 
future writers of text-books as an illustration of the maxim 
ez turpi causa non oritur actio, The plaintiff in the 
action of Prevost v. Wood filed a divorce petition against 
her husband in the month of March, 1903. She obtained 
a decree mist in December of the same year, and in 
due course the decree was made absolute. She subsequently 
brought this action for breach of promise of marriage, the 
promise having been made, according to her statement of claim, 
in May, 1903, and being conditional on her obtaining the 
divorce she was seeking. She admitted, however, at the trial, 
that before the granting of the decree xisi she committed 
adultery with the defendant. The question was raised in defence 
whether if there was any promise in such circumstances (which 
was denied) the promise could support an action. Darina, 
J., held that it could not. No case seems to be reported 
which is precisely in point, but on general principles of 
law it is clear that a cause of action cannot depend on an 
immoral or illegal act. Here the alleged promise to marry was 
conditional on the plaintiff obtaining a divorce. On account of 
her own conduct at the time she was not entitled to a divorce, 
and could only obtain it by concealing from the court material 
facts. It seems, therefore, that the fulfilment of the con- 
dition of the promise depended on this concealment, and, if so, 
it would be contrary to public policy for the courts to aid a 
plaintiff in such an action. 





Liability for Interference With 


Contracts. 


Ir will probably be found that the decision of the House of 
Lords in South Wales Miners’ Federation v. Glamorgan Coal Co. 
(Limited) (53 W. R. 593; 1905, A. C. 239), upon which we 
commented shortly at the time when it was given (ante, p. 442), 
has produced an important simplification in the law relating to 
actions for procuring a breach of contract ; on the other hand, it 
does not touch the modern development of the law with respect 
to actions for conspiracy where no interference with existing 
contracts is alleged. Originally it was assumed that the liability 
for procuring a breach of an existing contract depended upon the 
motive of the defendant, and if he acted with a view to injuring 
the plaintiff he was said to act maliciously, and the malicious 
interference with the existing contract was the gist of the action. 
In Lumley vy. Gye (2 E. & B. 216) Ente, J., said: “He who 
maliciously procures a damage to another by violation of his 
right ought to be made to indemnify; and that, whether he 
procures an actionable wrong or a breach of contract”; 
and Wicutmay, J., said: “It was undoubtedly primd facie 
an unlawful act on the part of Miss Wacyer to break her 
contract, and, therefore, a tortious act on the part of the 
defendant maliciously to procure her to do so.” In 
Glamorgan Coal Co. v. South Wales Miners’ Federation (51 W.R. 
59; 1903, 1 K. B. 118) Bienam, J., referred to these passages as 
shewing that both those learned judges thought that actual malice 
was essential to the cause of action. It is well known that 
Brett, L.J., used similar language in delivering the judgment 
of Lord Szizornz, C., and himself in Lowen v. Hall (29 W. R. 
367, 6Q. B.D. 333): “Merely to persuade a person to break 
his contract may not be wrongful in law or fact. But if 
the persuasion be used for the indirect purpose of injuring the 
plaintiff, or of benefiting the defendant at the expense of the 
plaintiff, it is 2 malicious act which is in law and in fact a 
wrong act, and therefore a wrongful act, and therefore an 
actionable act if injury ensues from it. . . . The act complained 
ofin such a case as Lumley vy. Gye, and which is complained of 
in the present case, is therefore, because malicious, wrongful.” 
And this ground of liability was expressly approved by the 
same judge, then Lord Esuznr, M.R., in Zemperton v. Russell (41 
W. BR. 565; 1893, 1 QB, 715). 

On the other hand, it has been perceived in recent cases that 





the mere interference with existing rights should be primd facie 
actionable, and that it lies upon the defendant to shew 
that he has sufficient justification for the interference. The judg- 
ment of Bowen, L.J., in the Mogul case (37 W. R. 756, 23 Q. B. D, 
596) represents the transition to this point of view. “ Inten- 
tionally,” he said, ‘to do that which is calculated in the ordinary 
course of events to damage, and which does in fact damage, 
another in that other person’s property or trade is actionable if 
done without just cause or excuse. Such intentional action, when 
done without just cause or excuse, is what the law calls a malicious 
wrong.” And the learned judge referred subsequently to ‘‘ the 
intentional procurement of a violation of individual rights, con- 
tractual or other, assuming always that there is no just cause or 
excuse for it,” as being forbidden. Thus the element of malice 
is still recognized, but it no longer refers to the motive with 
which the actis done. The actor must intend the consequences 
of his act—and this, of course, is presumed—but the mere cir- 
cumstance that he interferes with the right of another to that 
other’s damage, without just cause, constitutes the malice which 
the law looks for as establishing the cause of action. 

This way of stating the doctrine is naturally preparatory to 
dropping the notion of malice altogether, and accordingly Lord 
MaonacurTen took this step in referring to Lumley v. Gye in 
Quinn v. Leathem (50 W. R. 139; 1901, A. C., p. 510): “ Speaking 
for myself, I have no hesitation in saying that I think the 
decision was right, not on the ground of malicious intention— 
that was not, I think, the gist of the action—but on the 
ground that a violation of legal right committed knowingly 
is a cause of action, and that it is a violation of legal 
right to interfere with contractual relations recognized by law 
if there be no sufficient justification for the interference.” And 
now in South Wales Miners’ Federation v. Glamorgan Coal Co. 
(supra) it is definitely recognized that ‘‘ malice” in its ordinary 
sense is no part of the cause of action, and that so far as the 
word is merely technical it is misleading and ought to be dropped. 
‘Tt is no defence,” said Lord Macnaauren, ‘to say that there 
was no malice or ill-will against the masters_on the part of the 
federation or on the part of the workmen at, hny of the collieries 
thrown out of work by the action of the federation. It is settled now 
that malice, in the sense of spite or ill-will, ig not the gist of such 
an action as that which the plaintiffs have instituted.” Lord 
JamEs pointed out that the word “ maliciously” when used in 
such an action may be treated “either as an unnecessary 
averment or as being proved by inference drawn from the proof 
of the act being wrongfully committed.” And Lord LinoLey 
said: ‘Bearing in mind that malice may or may not be 
used to denote ill-will, and that in legal language presumptive 
or implied malice is distinguishable from express malice, it 
conduces to clearness in discussing such cases as these to drop 
the word ‘ malice’ altogether and to substitute for it the mean- 
ing which is really intended to be conveyed by it.” This view 
has been assisted by the decision in Allen v. Flood (46 W. R. 
258; 1897, A.©. 1), that a malicious or bad motive does not 
render actionable an act which is otherwise lawful. In order to 
found the action there must be an act which is primd facie action- 
able as being a violation of another man’s right, whether con- 
tractual or otherwise. The motive is immaterial, but if the 
defendant wishes to escape liability he must shew on his side 
sufficient justification for his act. 

But while it tends to clearness to get rid of tHe use of the word 
“‘ malice,” the essential question of the defendant’s liability may 
remain a difficult one. lt has to be ascertained whether, under 
the particular circumstances, there is just cause or excuse for 
conduct which is primd facie actionable. Bowen, L.J., referred 
to the difficulty of this in the Mogul case (suprd), and 
observed that the good sense of the tribunal which 
had to decide would have to analyze the circumstances 
and to discover on which side of the line each case fell. 
Romer, L.J., in referring to this dictum in the present case 
(52 W. R. 165; 1903, 2 K. B., p. 574), said: ‘* In analyzing or 
considering the circumstances, I think that regard might be 
had to the nature of the contract broken; the position of the 
parties to the contract; the grounds for the breach; the means 
employed to procure the breach; the relation of the person 
procuring the breach to the person who breaks the contract; 
and I think also to the object of the person iu procuring 
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the breach.” The particular weight to be assigned to these 
various circumstances the learned judge did not, of course, 
attempt to define, nor did he carry further the ascertainment of 
the cases in which interference with contractual rights would be 
held to be justifiable. Srirume, L.J., gave as an example the 
case of a father who interferes to prevent his child from carrying 
out an engagement to marry a person of immoral character. 
Under such circumstances the Chancery Division would, he 
observed, interfere on behalf of a ward of court, upon the 
principle that it ought to do on behalf of the ward that which a 
right-minded father would do in the true interest of his child. 
“It would no doubt,” said the learned judge, ‘‘ be desirable if 
a general rule could be formulated which would determine in 
what cases such a justification exists; but no such rule has been 
laid down, and I doubt whether this can be done.” 

The present case settles, however, one important class of cases 

in which the interference cannot be justified. The federation had 
induced men in the employment of the plaintiffs to break their 
contracts of service, and thereby pecuniary loss had been 
inflicted on the plaintiffs, The justification set up was that the 
federation had acted in the performance of its duty to advise 
the workmen as to matters arising between them and their 
employers, and that the object of the federation was to prevent 
a fallin the price of coal, and so to benefit both the employers 
and the workmen. So far as the intention was to benefit the 
employers, it was, of course, irrelevant. The employers were 
the judges of their own interest, and they were not bound to be 
benefited against their will. So far as concerned the alleged 
duty of the federation to offer advice, it was, as Lord Mac- 
NAGHTEN observed, simply the duty on all proper occasions, of 
which the federation or its officials were to be the sole 
judges, to counsel and procure a breach of duty. This is 
a very different position from that of a parent or guardian 
whose duty to advise arises out of his relationship to his child or 
ward. And the federation did more than advise; it actually 
induced and procured the commission of the unlawful acts com- 
plained of. ‘Theregemained the circumstance that the federation 
was acting in the p euniary interest of the workmen, but this was 
no justification. ‘‘ The intention of the defendants,” said Lord 
JamEs, ‘‘ was directly to procure the breach of contracts. The 
fact that their motives were good in the interests of those they 
moved to action does not form any answer to those who have 
snffered from the unlawful act. The defendants’ 
motives, nodoubt, were that . . . wages should be raised. 
But if in carrying out the intention the defendants ee pnd pro- 
cured an unlawful act to be committed, the wrong that is thereby 
inflicted cannot be obliterated by the exigtence of a motive to 
secure a money benefit to the wrongdoers.”’ 

We have remarked that the case does not deal with the 
effect of combination. The acts complained of were actionable 
without introducing this element. At the same time it must not 
be forgotten that there is a strong tendency in recent cases 
to attach weight to the fact of combination. ‘That a con- 
spiracy to injure—an oppressive combination,” said Lord 
MacyaGuTEn in Quinn vy. Leatham (suprd) differs widely from an 
invasion of civil rights by an individual cannot be doubted.” 
And in the present case Lord Linptey observed : ‘It is useless 
to try and conceal the fact that an organized body of meh work- 
ing together can produce results very different from those which 
can be produced by an individual without assistance.’’ Where, 
as in the present case, the unlawful conduct is clear, it is 
unnecessary to develop this consideration, but it may be antici- 
pated that the courts will be ready to recognize it in cases where 
the liberty of individuals and their freedom of action is at stake. 








The Trade-Marks Bill was read a third time in the House of Commons 
on Wednesday. 


Mr. T. W. Wheeler, K.C., on Wednesday, says the Standard, took his 
seat for the first time as judge of County Court Circuit No. 35 at Cam- 
bridge, and was cordially welcomed by the registrar (Mr. J. F. Eaden) 
and by Mr. F', Newbolt on behalf of the bar. In responding, his honour 
thanked the Master of Trinity Hall (of which college he was a member) for 
his presence in the court that day. He had succeeded a diligent, able, and 
peinstaking judge, and in all those respects he should do his best to follow 

udge Shortt. The Lord Chancellor had intimated that there might be 
alterations in the circuit after Christmas, and therefore he could not arrange 


The Additional Succession Daties— 
Are They Legally Leviable ? 


A .EaRNED contributor has favoured us with the following 
observations, which raise an important question : 


The terms and wording of taxing statutes are, one would 
imagine, the subject of very frequent and careful consideration, 
and, therefore, it seems strange that the remarkable incoherence 
and obscurity of the language used in section 21 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, by which additional succession 
duties were imposed, has not attracted more notice. The first 
part of sub-section 1 of that section is as follows: ‘‘In addition 
to the duties chargeable in respect of successions under section 
10 of the Succession Duty Act, 1853, there shall be levied and 
paid to her Majesty in respect of every succession therein referred 
to, upon the death of any person dying on or after the first day 
of July one thousand eight hundred and eighty eight, according 
to the value thereof, the following duties,” &c. Now, the 
successions referred to in section 10 of the Act of 1853 are 
‘* successions ” as defined by section 1 of that Act, and there it 
is declared that ‘‘succession” shall denote “any property 
chargeable with duty under this Act.” If, then, we read this 
definition into section 21 (1) of the Act of 1888, we get eames 
the first part) the following provision: ‘‘There shall be levi 
and paid to her Majesty in respect of every property chargeable 
with duty under the Act of 1853, upon the death of any person 
dying on or after the first day of July one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-eight, according to the value thereof, 
the following duties.” Interpreted thus—and it seems 
the only legitimate method of interpretation—the section 
is either almost’ unintelligible, or it involves a strange 
inconsistency with the general principles of the Act of 1853, 
while purporting merely to increase the rate of duty thereby 
imposed. For the words “ — the death of any person dying 
on or after the 1st day of July, 1888,” must be connected with, 
or made dependent on, either (1) the word ‘ succession,” 4.¢., 
“any property chargeable with duty under the Act of 1853,” 
or (2) the words ‘‘levied and paid.” If we adopt the former 
alternative, we are met by the difficulty of finding in the language 
actually used the meaning it was presumably intended to 
express, or indeed any intelligible meaning. The property 
made chargeable by the Act of 1853 is primarily property, to 
which, by reason of any disposition or devolution, a person 
becomes beneficially entitled upon the death of any 
dying after the 19th of May, 1853 (see sections 2 and 54 
of the Succession Duty Act, 1853); and no property 
is made specially chargeable under that Act upon 
the death of a person dying on or after the Ist of July, 1888, 
Nor does the Act of 1888 purport to make any property charge- 
abie which was not previously chargeable under the Act of 1853. 
Property which is chargeable upon the death of ‘a person dying 
after the 19th of May, 1853, may, of course, without inconsist- 
ency, be made further chargeable if such death occurs after the 
Ist of July, 1888, but if this was the intention of the Legisla- 
ture, it cannot fairly be extracted from the condensed and 
insensible expression “ property chargeable with duty under the 
Act of 1853 upon the death of any person dying on or after the 
Ist day of July, 1888,” 

If, on the other hand, we adopt the second alternative, and 
connect the words ‘upon the death of any person dying 
on or after the Ist day of July, 1888,” with the words 
“levied and paid”—and this would seem to be the natural 
and grammatical construction of the section as it stands—we are 
confronted with even greater difficulties. The Act of 1853 
expressly provides that no one shall be liable to pay the succession 
duty thereby imposed unless and until he is in actual enjoyment 
of the property. But if the construction now suggested is 
adopted, the successor will be liable to pay the additional 
succession duty immediately upon the death, after the Ist of 
July, 1888, of the persen whose death gives rise to the claim, 
even though he is not in actual enjoyment of the property, and 
therefore not liable to pay succession duty under the Act of 1853, 
This, however, is inconsistent with the general p and 
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of it, such purport and scope apparently being merely to increase 
the rates in a certain event, without in any way altering the 
time or mode of payment or the other incidents of the tax. 


Moreover, upon this construction, the unlimited generality of | p 


the expression ‘‘upon the death of any person dying on or 
after the 1st day of July, 1888,” involves an absurdity which 
could not have been intended ; for the death is not expressed to 
be that of any person interested in the property, and the death 
of anyone whatever after the date named might serve to bring 
the section into operation. For instance, all the property in the 
kingdom chargeable with succession duty under the Act of 1853 
might, on the death of Queen Victoria, have been further 
charged under this section of the Act of 1888! 

If, then, we take the section literally and as it stands—and 
taxing statutes must be construed strictly—we find that the 
draftsman, in his efforts at condensation, has involved himself in 
such obscurity and incoherence, or in such contradiction and 
inconsistency, as to suggest serious doubts whether there is to be 
found in this section that clear, precise, and unambiguous 
language which is still supposed to be necessary in order to 
impose a fiscal burden on the subject. 

Though the Inland Revenue authorities have for seventeen 
years been levying this tax, not only in cases where the testator 
or settlor died on or after the Ist of July, 1888, but also appar- 
ently in every case where an interest was so limited as to accrue, 
either in point of right or possession, upon a death taking place 
on or after that date, they are compelled, when challenged, to 
admit the intractableness of the language of the section, and to 
take refuge in the most unheard of methods of construction. 
Thus they claim to read into, or incorporate with, this section 
some selected parts of section 2 of the Act of 1853, and they base 
this claim on the ground that the latter section contains the 
statutory definition of ‘‘ succession.” As a matter of fact, it 
contains nothing of the kind; it declares what dispositions and 
devolutions are to be deemed to confer “ successions,’”’ which 
latter term has already been defined in the preceding section. 
As well might it be said that, when one asserts that certain settle- 
ments confer life estates, one is giving a definition of the term 
“life estate.” 

The extent to which these officials find it necessary to alter 
and supplement the language of the Legislature for the purpose 
of bolstering up their claims is well illustrated by a recent case 
which has been brought to our notice. There, a testator, who 
died before 1888, directed his real estate to be divided after the 
occurrence of the latter of two events—namely, (1) the death of 
his widow, and (2) the payment off of certain mortgages on his 
estate. The widow died after 1888, and the mortgages 
were not paid off till some five years after her death. 
The Inland Revenue authorities, as an afterthought, claimed 
additional succession duty. They did so, finally, on the ground 
that it was clear to their minds that the words “ either immediately 
or after an interval,” which they picked out of section 2 of the 
Act of 1853, must (somehow or somewhere) be read into section 
21 (1) of the Act of 1888. They declined to indicate where 
these words were to be fitted in to the context, or how the 
section thus added to could be read so as to make sense. The 
fact of recourse being had by the taxing authorities to such 
inane devices to give to a section of a taxing Act the meaning 
they desire constitutes as effective an admission on their part as 
could be expected that they cannot find that meaning in the 
actual wording of the section. 

So far as we are aware, the sufficiency of the statutory 
authority for levying these additional succession duties has, 
until quite recently, never been seriously questioned, nor, 
apparently, has the difficulty of extracting a coherent and con- 
sistent meaning from the wording of this puzzling and singu- 
larly ill-drafted section been pointed out in legal text-books 
or journals. But when we find that the taxing authorities them- 
selves, in order to shew some shadow of justification for their 
claims, are obliged to travel outside the language used by the 
Legislature, and to supplement and explain it by interpolations 
of their own selection from an unconnected section of an earlier 
Act, thereby admitting their inability to find in_ that 
language the requisite authority for such claims, 
we are confirmed in our doubts as to the clearness of 
the Crown’s right to levy these duties—at all events 





to the extent to which they have been levied. Taxing Acts 
“are not to be extended so as to have the effect of imposing on 
the subject a tax which Parliament has not clearly made him 
ay”: Re J. Thorley (1891, 2 Ch. 613, at p. 623). We have 
endeavoured to shew that there is a conspicuous absence of 
clearness, and even of intelligibility, in the section in question 
as Parliament has worded it, and we trust that, now that atten- 
tion has been called to the matter, an occasion may be found of 
bringing the legality of this tax to the test of a j — decision. 
.M.L, 








Reviews. 
Carriage by Railway. 


Tne Law or CaRRiaGE BY Raitway. By Henry W. Disney, 
B.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Liwited). 


This book, we gather from the preface, is founded upon lectures 
which were delivered by the author at the London School of 
Economics and Political Science to students the majority of whom 
were in railway employment. Its primary object, therefore, is to 
furnish a handbook which will satisfy the requirements of railway 
men, and legal technicalities have been, as far as possible, avoided. 
But this by no means represents the whole scope of the volume, and 
the practitioner will find it to contain a clear statement of 
the principles which govern the liability of railway companies with 
regard to the carriage of goods and passengers. The liability in 
regard to goods rested originally upon the position of the companies 
as common carriers, but this has been largely modified by statute, 
and chapters are devoted to the explanation of the Carriers Act, 1830, 
and the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, the text of the statutes 
being given in an appendix. The question of passengers’ luggage 
has been a fertile source of contention between the companies and the 
public, and the battle has been waged with varying success. Mr. 
Disney points out that in Britten v. Great Northern Railway Co. 
(1899, 1 Q. B. 243) the companies escaped the burden of having to 
carry bicycles without extra charge; and a passenger who insists 
on taking his luggage in the carriage with him frees the 
company from a great part of its liability: see Tolley v. Great 
Western Railway Co. (L. R. 6 C. P. 44). On the other hand, Bunch 
v. Great Western Railway Co. (13 App. Cas. 31) justifies passengers in 
entrusting their luggage to a porter on arriving at the station of 
departure, though, as appears from Hodkinson v. London and North- 
Western Railway Co. (14 Q. B. D. 228), it may be hazardous to leave 
it ia the care of a porter at the station of arrival. The second part of 
the book deals with the carriage of persons, and commences with a 
statement of the law of negligence as affecting railway companies, 
negligence being essential to found liability for injury to a passenger, 
though not to goods. Cases illustrating negligence are collected 
separately, and a chapter on the contract with the passenger includes 
a statement of the recent cases of London and North-Western Railway 
Co. v. Hinchcliffe (1903, 2 K. B. 32) and Ashton v. Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Uo. (1904, 2 K. B. 313), which shew that passengers 
cannot take tickets to intermediate stations and proceed by the 
same train to their ultimate destination with a view to reducing 
the total fare, nor, in the absence of special permission, can they break 
the journey at an intermediate station. Altogether the work is a very 
— and useful epitome of the branch of law to which it 
relates. 


Patents, Trade-Marks, and Designs. 


Tae LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO PATENTS, TRADE-MARKS, 
AND Dezsicns. By D. FvuLron, Barrister-at-Law. THIRD 
Epition. Jordan & Sons (Limited), 


The attainment of the dignity of a third edition is some proof that 
a book is appreciated, and Mr. Fulton may congratulate himself on 
having reached this stage. ‘he form in which this book is composed 
is that of a general treatise on the law of the matters dealt with, 
followed by an unannotated reprint of the Acts and Rules, differing 
in this respect from the book with which it might otherwise be best 
compared—that of Mr. Lawson, which entirely consists of lengthy 
notes to the successive sections of the Acts. Each method has its 
advantages. Mr. Fulton’s has that of his being able to arrange the 
subject-matter as he prefers, without being fettered by the arrange- 
meut followed by the statute, while Mr. Lawson’s has that of giving 
the reader the comments on the statutory enactments in the places 
where they would naturally be looked for. We are disposed to think 
that Mr. Fulton would have materially assisted his readers if he had 
at least indicated in a few footnotes to the Act where the relevant 
comment was to be found. However, the book contains a great deal 
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of useful information, even though we should have some difficulty in 
agreeing with all the author’s dicta. The subject is a large one, as 
may be seen from a glance at other works in which the separate 
branches of it are individually discussed, but anyone who desires to 
get a good working familiarity with these subjects can do this by 
consulting this book. The pages devoted to patents number 254, 
with 67 of index; those to trade-marks 130, with 35 of index ; those 
to designs 63, with 22 of index. There are also a print of the Acts 
and a few forms. We have not been able to find the Privy Council 
Rules, the Law Officers’ Rules, or the Register of Patent Agents’ 
Rules. 





The Law of Torts. 


A COMPENDIUM OF THE LAW oF TorTs, SPECIALLY ADAPTED 
FOR THE USE oF StupENnTs. By Hucu Fraser, M.A., LL.D. 
Barrister-at-Law. Sr1xtH EpiTion. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The appearance of a sixth edition of this Compendium of the Law of 
Torts shews that it has supplied a want. No alteration in the plan 
or general arrangement has been made, but it has been revised 
and brought up to date by the inclusion of recent cases. Thus a 
useful summary is given of the effect of the trade union cases of recent 
years, and the author has been able to note, by a reference to the Times 
of the 22nd of April, the House of Lords decision in the South Wales 
Miners’ Federation case (see 53 W. R. 593; 1905, A.C. 239); and actionable 
interference with a right to light is now defined by reference to Col/s’ 
case (53 W. R. 30; 1904, A.C. 179). The book is too concise to supply 
in itself all the wants of the student, but it furnishes a useful sum- 
mary for his guidance, especially if he studies at the same time the 
more important cases referred to. Then the few pages devoted to 
‘conversion’ should lead to the perusal of the leading case of 
Hollins v. Fowler (li. R. 7 H. L. 757), and of the very interesting 
judgment of Collins, J., in Consolidated Co. v. Curtis (1892, 1Q. B. 
495). An epitome of the law of libel and slander is a useful feature 
of the book, andthe subject of ‘‘ fair and bond fide comment” in 
newspaper articles refers the reader, among other cases, to the recent 
case of McQuire v. Western Morning News (1903, 2 K. B. 100). 





Books of the Week. 


The Law and Practice in Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, together 
with a Chronological Digest from 1730 to 1905, embodying an Index 
to the Marriage and Divorce Acts. By ARTHUR GWYNNE JEFFREYS 
Hatt, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


Company Law; a Practical Handbook for Lawyers and Rusiness 
Mer, with an Appendix containing the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, 
and Rules, &. By FrRANcIs BEAUFORT PALMER, Barrister-at-Law. 
Fifth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law and Practice relating to Solicitors’ Liens and Charging 
Orders, with an Appendix of Forms and Tables of Costs. By 
FREDERICK WALTON ATKINSON, LL.D. (Lgnd.), Solicitor. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 








Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing and Equity. 


Breach of Trust — Concurrence of Cestui que Trust — 
Impounding Income.—Under section 45 of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
where a trustee commits a breach of trust “at the instigation or 
request or with the consent in writing of a beneficiary” the court 
may make an order for impounding all or any part of the interest of 
the beneficiary by way of indemnity to the trustee. The words “ in 
writing”’ refer only to “consent” (Griffiths v. Hughes, 40 W. R. 
024; 1892, 3 Ch. 105), and the statute applies where a breach 
of trust is committed at the verbal instigation or request of 
the beneficiary. But where it is only with his verbal consent 
the statute has no application, and it is necessary to have 
recourse to the general doctrine of equity. Under this, if a 
cestui que trust instigates a breach of trust, he is liable to have 
his beneficial interest impounded to indemnify the trustees; but if 
he only consents to a breach of trust, and if also he obtains no 
personal benefit, he is not liable to have his interest impounded. On 
the other hand, he cannot be heard to complain of the breach of 
trust, and hence, if an action against the trustees results in the trust 
property being replaced by them, the consenting beneficiary cannot 
take advantage of this. Consequently, if he is the tenant for life, the 
trustees are entitled during his life to retain for their own benefit the 
income of the fund replaced.—FLETCHER v. Cons (C. A., May 4) 
(53 W. R. 516; 1905, 2 Ch, 24). 

Married Woman—Loan to Husband—Retainer as Bxecutrix.— 


who makes a loan to her husband for the purpose of his business is 
postponed, in the event of his bankruptcy, to other creditors; and by * 
the effect of section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, which assimilates 
the administration of insolvent estates to bankruptcy, she is post- 
poned also to other creditors in administration: Re Leng (43 W. R. 
406; 1895, 1 Ch. 652). This, however, does not touch the right of 
retainer of an executor, and consequently, if the widow is her 
husband’s executrix, she can retain assets to cover the debt in respect 
of the loan, notwithstanding that, apart from such right of retainer, 
she would be postponed to the other creditors.—RE AMBLER, 
WooDHEAD v. AMBLER (C. A, March 31) (53 W. R. 584; 1905, 1 
Ch. 697). 

Possessory Title—Iueffectual Devise to a Tenant for Life.— 
Where a person in possession of land, in whose favour the Statute of 
Limitations is running, devises it to one for life, with remainder 
over, this effects a valid settlement of the possessory title, and the 
tenant for life who enters under the will cannot set up a title adverse 
to the will so as to gain the fee for himself and transmit it to his 
representatives. On his death the land, if it has not been recovered 
by the true owner, will go to the remainderman under the will. But 
this assumes that the title, such as it is, does ageig Fae by the 
will. Where land is devised in settlement by a will which is 
ineffectual to pass the testator’s title—as where it is devised by a 
married woman who has no testamentary power of disposition—the 
tenant for life takes no interest under the will, and hence, although 
he enters apparently under the will, he is not debarred from claiming 
to hold adversely to the persons really entitled, and in due course, if 
he is left in possession, he will gain a good title to the fee.—RE 
ANDERSON, PEGLER v. GILLETT (Buckley, J., April 14) (653 W. R. 
510; 1905, 2 Ch. 70). 








New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court, July, 1905. 
ORDER XXIL, RULE 7. 


1. Order XXII., rule 7, shall be read as if after the words ‘‘ before 
reply ” the follgwing words were inserted :— 
‘‘ or where no reply is ordered within ten days from delivery of 
‘* defence or the last of the defences,” 


ORDER XXII, RULE 13a. 


2. Where an action has been remitted from the High Court of 
Justice to a County Court, the Registrar of the County Court to 
which the action has been remitted shall, on the request of either 
party to the action, apply to the Paymaster General (such application 
to be in the Form in the appendix to these rules, which may be cited 
as Form No. 4A in Appendix B. Pt. II., or as nearly as may be) to 
transmit any money standing to the credit of the action, to the said 
Registrar, and thereupon such money shall be so transmitted. 


¢ ORDER XXII, RULE 15a. 
3. The provisions of Order XXII., rule 15, shall be extended so as 
to apply mutatis mutandis to the case of an action which is settled on 
behalf of an infant before trial. 

ORDER XXII., RULE 17. 
4. Order XXII., rule 17, shall be read as if there were included 
therein ‘Inscribed 3 per cent. Debenture Stock issued by the 
Corporation of London, and secured by a Supplemental Trust Deed 
da‘ed 1st June, 1905.” 

ORDER XXVIII, RULE 2. 
5. Order XXVIIL., rule 2, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto : ; 

‘“‘or where defence is delivered but no order for reply is made 

‘‘ within ten days from delivery of the defence or the last of the 

* defences.” 

ORDER XXXI., RULE 26. 
6. XXXL, rule 26, is hereby annulled and the following rule shall 
stand in lieu thereof :— : 

‘* Any party seeking discovery by interrogatories or otherwise 
‘“may be ordered upon making application for maging Bap ° Rey 
‘into Court to a separate account in the action to ] 
‘«* security for costs account,’ to abide further order, the sum of 
“£5, or any less sum, and may be ordered further to ps into 
‘Court such additional sum as the Court or a Judge shall direct. 
‘The party seeking discovery shall with his interrogatories or 
“order for discovery serve a copy of the receipt for the said 
‘payment into Court, and the time for answering or making 
«Serene shall in all cases commence from the date of such 





Under section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, a wife 
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‘“‘be required to answer or make discovery unless and until the 
‘‘ said payment if so ordered has been made.” 


ORDER XXXV., RULE 9. 


7. Order XXXV., rule 9, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto :— 
‘There shall be at least two clear days between the service of 
‘* the notice of appeal and the day of hearing ” ; 
and as if ‘‘ seven days” were substituted for ‘‘ six days.” 


ORDER XLV., RULE 1. 


8. Order XLV., rule 1, shall be read as if the following words were 
added thereto :— 


‘*At least seven days before the day of hearing, the Order 
‘nisi shall be served on the garnishee or his solicitor, and, 
‘‘unless otherwise ordered, on the judgment debtor or his 
‘‘ solicitor, at least seven days before the day of hearing. Service 
‘“‘on the judgment debtor may be made in manner provided by 
‘‘ Order LXVIL., rule 2, either at the address for service, if the 
‘*judgment debtor has appeared in the action and given an 
‘‘address for service, or on his solicitor, if he has appeared by 
‘solicitor, or if there has been no appearance then at his usual 
‘residence or place of business, or in such other manner as the 
** Court or Judge may direct.” 


ORDER LIV., RULE 4r. 


9. Order LIV., rule 4F (10), shall have effect as if the word 
‘* sureties’ were substituted for the word ‘‘ securities,” 


ORDER LIV., RULE 21. 


10. Order LIV., rule 21, shall be read as if the following words 
were added thereto :— 


‘* Unless otherwise ordered there shall be at least one 
‘‘ clear day between service of the notice of appeal and the day 
‘“‘of hearing” ; ‘ 
and as if ‘‘ five days” were substituted for “‘ four days.” 
FORM No. 18, APPENDIX K. 


11. Form No. 18 in Appendix K. is hereby annulled, and the 
following form of Order for production and inspection of documents 
is substituted therefor :— 


‘* Upon hearing and upon reading the Affidavit 
“ of filed the day of 19 , and 
ae It is ordered that the do at all season- 
“‘ able times on reasonable notice produce at (insert place of inspec - 
‘* tion), situate at the following documents, namely, 
ns and that the be at liberty to inspect 
‘‘and peruse the documents so produced and to make notes of 
“their contents and be entitled to be supplied with copies thereof 
‘‘on payment therefor at the rate prescribed by Order LXV., 
** Rule 27 (18). And it is ordered that in the meantime all further 
— be stayed, and that the costs of this application 
** Dated the day of eg ; 
12, These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
July, 1905, and each Rule may be cited separately by the heading 
thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 
They shall come into operation on the 31st of July, 1905. 


(Signed) Haussury, C. 

ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
R. Henn Couiins, M.R. 
J, GoRELL BArngEs, P. 
ARTHUR KEKEWwICH, J. 
A. BR. JEwr, J. 
R. J. PARKER. 
T. Raw ez. 

APPENDIX. 

Form or REQUEST. 


In the County Court of holden at 
In the Matter of an action remitted from the High Court of 
Justice. 


The 27th of July, 1905. 


19 . (Letter) No, 
(A. B.) Plaintiff. 
(C. D.) Defendant. 
The above action having been remitted to and set down in this 
court pursuant to an order of ( ) dated the 
day of 19 , I hereby request that the sum of (£ 
paid into the High Court in this action be transmitted to this court by 
cheque, payable to me and crossed to the account of 
(official account) at Bank 
(Seal of Court.) 


(Signature of Registrar.) 





Deeds of Arrangement. 


GENERAL RULE MADE PuRSUANT TO SECTION 25 OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY AcT, 1890, 


All affidavits required by or made in pursuance of Section 25 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1890, and the Deeds of Arrangement Rules, 1890, 
shall, if sworn in any place in England or Wales, be sworn before g 
Commissioner for Oaths, or before a Justice of the Peace for that 
place; and may, if sworn in any place out of England and Wales, 
be sworn before any person having authority to administer an oath 
in that place. 

This Rule shall come into operation on the Ist day of August, 
1905, and shall be construed and read as part of the Deeds of 
Arrangement Rules, 1890, aud may be cited as Rule 19 of thoge 
Rules. 

Dated the 8th day of July, 1905. 
Hatspury, C. 
I concur, 
SALISBURY, 
President of the Board of Trade. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
LORD KINNAIRD AND OTHERS v. FIELD. No. 2. 19th July. 


Practice—TriaL with Jurgy—Action Brovent in Cuancery Drviston— 
CounTercLiaim For SLanpER—R. 8. C., XXXVI, 2, 7—Jupicarure Acr, 
1873 (36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66), s. 100. 

This was an appeal by the defendant against the refusal of Warrington, 
J., of his application that the action and his counterclaim might be trans- 
ferred to the King’s Bench Division and tried by a judge with a jury, 
The action was brought by the plaintiffs, as the council of the Evangelical 
Alliance, against their former secretary, in effect to enforce the specific 
performance of an agreement for the compromise of a former action 
brought by him. The defendant put in a defence and a counter- 
claim, seeking damages against the plaintiffs in respect of alleged 
slander, libel, and malicious Pa. He alleged that by rule 2 of 
order 36 of the Rules of Court he was entitled as of right to have the whole 
action and counterclaim tried by a judge with a jury. By ord. 36, r. 2: 
‘‘ Tn actions of slander, libel, false imprisonment, malicious prosecution, 
seduction, or breach of promise of marriage, the plaintiff may, in his 
notice of trial to be given as hereinafter provided, and the defendant may, 
upon giving notice within four days from the time of the service of notice 
of trial, or within such extended time as the court or a judge may allow, 
or in the notice of trial to be given by him as hereinafter provided, signify 
his desire to have the issues of fact tried by a judge with a jury, and there- 
upon the same shall be so tried.”” Rule 7 (a): ‘‘ In every cause or matter, 
unless under the provisions of rule 6 of this order a trial with a jwy 
is ordered, or under rule 2 of this order either party has signitied 
a desire to have a trial with a jury, the mode of trial shall be by 
a judge without a jury; provided that in any such case the 
court or a judge may at any time order any cause, matter, or issue to 
be tried by a judge with a jury, or by a judge sitting with assessors, 
or by an official referee or special referee with or without assessors.’’ By 
the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 100: ‘‘ In the construction of this Act, unless 
there is anything in the subject or context repugnant thereto, the several 
words hereinafter mentioned shall have, or include, the meanings following 
(inter alia)—‘ action’ shall mean a civil proceeding commenced by writ or 
in such other manner as may be prescribed by rules of court, and shall not 
include a criminal proceeding by the Crown; ‘plaintiff’ shall include 
every person asking any relief (otherwise than by way of counterclaim as 
a defendant) against any other person by any form of proceeding, whether 
the same be taken by action, suit, petition, motion, summons, or other- 
wise.’’ The defendant appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Vavenan Wuu1aMs, Strimirna, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Vaucnaw Wiiiams, L J., said that rule 2 was difficult of construction, 
and according to his view no reported case had determined the precise 
question, but at any rate the decisions shewed that in rule 11 of order 27 the 
word ‘‘ plaintiff ’’ was used as including the plaintiff in a counterclaim. 
His lordship could not doubt that the principle of rule 2 of order 36 was that 
the person who was making a complaint in an action for slander, libel, &c., 
should have aright to have the subject-matter of his complaint tried by 8 
judge with a jury, independently of any discretion of the judge. If that 
were the true principle his lordship could not #ee what difference as to 
the principle it could make whether the complaint was mude by the plain- 
tiff in an original action or by the plaintiff in a counterclaim, Every 
reason which applied to the one case appeared to his lordship to apply 
equally to the other. It was urged that rule 2, construed strictly, would 
not include the plaintiff in a counterclaim, and that the definitions of 
“action” and “ plaintiff’’ in section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1874, 
made it difficult to include the plaintiff in a counterclaim, and the decision 
in the court below was based on this construction. His lordship thougbt 
he ought not to do more than express the doubt which passed through his 
mind, and in the circumstances, with some hesitation, he accepted the 
decision of ,Warrington, J. But rule 7 of order 36 enabled the court to 
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order ‘‘any issue’’ in an action to be tried with a jury, and if the defendant 
thought fit to apply to the court to order any particular issue to be so 
tried the court would consider his application. Subject to that the appeal 
pust be dismissed. 

Sriztine, L.J.—This is an application on the part of the defendant that 
the action may be tried by a judge witha jury. Theaction is one brought 
by the plaintiffs to enforce an agreement, dated the 17th of August, 1903, 
for stay of proceedings in an action between the same parties. That action 
was stayed upon terms which are set out in the statement of claim in the 
present action, and the plaintiffs now complain that the terms of that 
agreement have been violated by the defendant. The agreement is not one 
which relates to the sale or purchase of land, and I am doubtful whether 
specific performance of it would be ordered by the court, but in any case 
this action is not one which is specifically assigned to the Ohancery 
Division, although it is properly brought in Chancery, being. an action 
which, before the Judicature Act, would have been broughtin the old court 
of Chancery. The defendant has put in a defence and also a counter- 
claim, in which he alleges certain defamatory matters and claims damages. 
A reply has been delivered, and notice of trial was given by the 
plaintiffs before a judge without a jury, and the defendant gave 
notice under ord. 36, r. 2, of his desire to have the issues of fact 
tried by a judge with a jury. ‘The first question is whether the 
defendant is entitled as a matter of right to have the issues of fact so 
tried. Ord. 36, r. 2, is confined to actions of slander, libel, false imprison- 
ment, malicious prosecution, seduction, or breach of promise of marriage. 
The original action in this instance certainly does not fall within any of 
those cases, and the only way in which the assistance of rule 2 can be 
invoked is to say that as the defendant has by counterclaim claimed 
damages for slander, the action ought to be treated as one for slander. 
I fail to see how that can be. I have been impressed by the remarks made 
by my lord, but I do not see how rule 2 can be treated as including a 
plaintiff by counterclaim. The rules incorporate the definitions given in 
section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1873. [His lordship read the definitions 
of “action ’’ and “plaintiff,” and continued :] I do not think that a 
counterclaim is a civil proceeding commenced by writ, nor do I think 
that it can be included by the subsequent portion of the definition. In 
the circumstances it seems to me that rule 2 does not cover the case of a 
defendant who has brought a counterclaim claiming relief in respect of 
matters mentioned in that rule. At the same time I think that the 
framers of the rule have plainly indicated their intention that 
persons claiming such relief should have those matters tried by a 
judge with a jury where possible, and I think that the greatest 
weight ought to be given to such intention in exercising the dis- 
cretion given to the court by the subsequent rules. Rule 7 embraces the 
present case. Speaking for myself I would have exercised the discretion 
given by that rule by directing that the issues of defamation raised by the 
counterclaim should be tried with a jury, the original action and the rest 
of the counterclaim being tried in the Chancery Division in the ordinary 
way. This view of the case was apparently not considered by 
Warrington, J. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. The 
defendant declined to apply for any order severing the issues of defamation. 
He said that he desired that the whole action and counterclaim should be 
tried by a jury. The defendant appeared in person.—Counsex, Buckmaster, 
K.0.,and Greenwood. Soxtcrrors, Andrew Wood, Purves, § Sutton. 

[Reported by J. I. Sriztine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


se 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re MARSHALL'S SETTLEMENT. MARSHALL v. MARSHALL, 
Swinfen Eady, J. 6th June; 17th July. 


Serrmzp ~Lanp—Tenant ror Lire—Trusts ror HvsBanp ror Lirz, 
Rematnpkr To Husnanp in Fre Simpnr Svunsecr To RENtT-cHARGE AND 
Term ror Sxcurtne Portions—Serriep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vier. 
c. 38), ss. 2, 58. . 

This was an originating summons asking for the determination of the 
question whether under the marriage settlement of the plaintiff he was a 
tenant for life or had the powers of a tenant for life under the Settled 
land Act, 1882. Under the settlement dated the 29th of November, 1862, 
and made upon the marriage of the plaintiff T. H. Marshall and Lucy M. 
Bree, certain freehold hereditaments were limited to the use of the plaintiff 
for life, with remainder to the use that if his wife should survive him she 
should receive a jointure of £400 per annum during her life, reducible to £200 
Perannum in the event of her re-marrying, and subject and charged as 
aforesaid to the use of the trustees of the settlement for the term of 100 
years from the decease of the plaintiff upon trust to raise £5,000 for por- 
tions for the children of the marriage, and subject thereto and to the trusts 
of the term to the use of the plaintiff, his heirs and assigns, for ever. At 
the hearing of the summons judgment was reserved. 

Swixren Eapy, J., in delivering judgment, stated the terms of the settle- 
ment made upon the marriage of the plaintiff, and continued: The ques- 
tion is whether there is a settlement within the meaning of the Act or 
Whether there is an estate in fee simple in possession in the plaintiff, 
subject to thecharge of jointure and the term for portions. It will be observed 
that the husband, who is also the settlor, takes an estate for life and also the 
remainder in fee. In considering this question I bear in mind what was 
taid by Chitty, L.J., in giving the judgment of himself and Lindley, M.R., 

Re Mundy and Roper’s Contract (47 W. R. 226; 1899, 1 Ch. 275): “The 
Laud policy on which the Act is founded is laid down by the House of 
Lords in Lord Henry Bruce v. Marquis of Ailesbury (40 W.R. 243 ; 1892, A. CO. 

). Ite object is to render land a marketable article, notwithstanding 





the settlement. The Act of 1882 had a much wider scope than the Settled 
Estates Acts. To strike off from the land the fetters imposed by settle- 
ment, it confers on tenauts for life in possession and others considered to 
stand in a like relation to the land, large powers of dealing with the land, 
and jealously guards those powers from attempts to defeat them or to 
hamper their exercise. At the same time the rights of persons claiming 
under the settlement are carefully preserved in the case of a sale by 
shifting the settlement from the land to the purchase-money. The 
Act of 1882 and the subsequent Acts ought, then, to be construed by 
the court with regard to those broad principles and in a spirit 
of wise and reasonable liberality.’’ Chitty, LJ., then proceeds to 
consider the provisions of section 2, sub-section 1, of the Act of 1882. 
‘*T see no reason for restricting the meaning of the words ‘ stands for the 
time being limited to or in trust for any persons by way of succession.’ 
The words have no technical force. I think that according to the natural 
and ordinary meaning of the words they include the case of a jointure 
and portions for younger children limited to arise on or after the death of 
a tenant for life and the terms of years limited to trustees to secure them. 
The jointress and the portioners take an interest in the land, and they 
succeed to their interests in the land on or after the death of the tenant 
for life. I state this proposition generally and without reference to the 
Acts imposing a duty on successions ; but such Acts if referred to would 
support this proposition.’’ That reasoning is directly applicable in the 
present case. The jointress and portioners will succeed to their interests 
upon the death of the tenant for life, and the trustees of the term to 
secure the portions will then become entitled in possession to the term of 
years thereby limited to them to commence from the decease of the plain- 
tiff. Under these circumstances I am of opinion that under or by virtue 
of the settlement of the 29th of November, 1862, the lands in question or 
some estate or interest in them stand limited to or in trust for persons by 
way of succession, within the meaning of the Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 
2, sub-section 1, and that under sub-section 5 the plaintiff is the tenant 
for life of those lands for the purposes of the Act. In my judgment the 
doubt expressed in the last edition of Wolstenholme’s Conveyancing and 
Settled Land Acts (8th ed., p. 307) as to whether there is a ‘* settlement ”’ 
in such a case as the present, where the husband is the settlor, is not well 
founded. My decision leaves open the question upon which Vaughan 
Williams, L.J., expressed a doubt in Re Mundy and Roper’s Contract, 
whether the land will continue to stand limited by way of succession after 
the death of the tenant for life and when the remainder shall have fallen 
into possession subject to any terms previously created.—CounseL, 
H. Johnston; F. G. Champernowne. Soutcrrors, Williamson, Hill, § Co., for 
Trafford § Cook, Northwich. 
[Reported by C. H. Carpen Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re ALLEN. HARGREAVES v. TAYLOR. Swinfen Eady, J. 6th an 
9th June; 12th July. . 


Witt—Craniry—Bravest ror ‘‘Cnanrraste, EpvcartonaL, AND OTHER 
Institutions ’’—Locat Puniic Purposss. 


Summons. A testator, James Allen, by his will, dated the 4th of 
January, 1896, after making sundry specific and pecuniary bequests, gave 
one moiety of his residuary estate to his trustees to hold upon trust for his 
nephew A. T. J. Walker for life and for his children. Subject to thess 
trusts, the testator, in clause 8 of his will, directed his trustees ‘‘ to stand 
possessed as well of my nephew's settled trust fund, as also of my niece's 
settled trust fund, and of the two half parts of the trust fund 
given under clause 6 of this my will upon trust for such charitable, 
educational, or’ other institutions of e town of Kendal, or any 
of the inhabitants thereof, as my trustees shell in their absolute 
and uncontrolled discretion think fit, And I desire, without in 
any way binding my trustees thereto, that the following institutions 
shall be carefully considered by them in such distribution—namely, (1) 
The Kendal Memorial Hospital, either by way of endowment or by way of 
enlargement or otherwise as to my trustees shall seem best; (2) the 
Kendal Grammar School, either by way of establishing one or more 
exhibition or exhibitions (to be called the James Allen Exhibition) to the 
Universities of Oxford or Cambridge, or otherwise for the benefit of or the 
general endowment of the said mar school as to my trustees shall 
seem best; and (3) the Kendal Public Free Library. I declare that any 
moneys dealt with under this clause may be paid over by my trustees to 
the treasurer, committee, or governing body of any institution or body 
which may be intended to be benefited, and the receipt of such treasurer, 
committee, or governing body shall be a sufficient discharge to my trustees, 
or the moneys may be retained by my trustees and the income applied 
by them for the purposes aforesaid or any of them.” The testator died 
on the 28th of February, 1896. The testator’s nephew A. T, J. Walker 
died without issue, and the trustees of the testator’s will issued this 
summons to determine whether any and which of the gifts taking effect 
under clause 8 of the will, in the events which had happened, in regard 
to one moiety of the residuary estate of the testator (about £13,000 were 
good, charitable, and valid gifts. The case on behalf of intestacy was 
argued for the next-of-kin, and in support of the contention that this 
was a valid charitable gift for the Crown by the Attorney-General. 
Judgment was reserved. 7 
Swivren Eapy, J., in giving judgment, stated the facts and continued : 
To decide whether any and which of the gifts under clause 8 are good and 
valid, it is first necessary to consider what is the true construction. The 
trust for *‘ such charitable, educational, or other institutions of the town of 
Kendal ”’ is followed by ‘‘ such other general purposes for the benefit of the 
town of Kendal or any of the inhabitants thereof as my trustees shall think 
fit.” The context shews that ‘‘ other institutions” means institutions of a 





public character for the general benefit of the town or its inbabitants. The 
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kind of institution contemplated is shewn by the enumeration of particular 
institutions which follows. An institution of each kind is mentioned, not 
t» bind the trustees thereto, but to ask that they should carefully consider 
each of them in the distribution. The ‘‘ Kendal Memorial Hospital ”’ 
exemplifies a charitable institution for the benefit of the town or its 
inhabitants, intended for the use of the suffering poor; the ‘‘ Kendal 
Grammar School’’ is an example of an educational institution for the 
benefit of the town or its inhabitants; while the ‘“‘ Kendal Public Free 
Library ’’ is an example of another institution of the town of Kendal 
of a public character and for the general benefit of the town 
or its inhabitants. The testator’s obvious intention was to benefit 
the town in which he dwelt. Now, a gift for public purposes 
in a specified locality is a valid charitable trust; although a gift for 
public purposes generally is void as being so general and undefined 
that it cannot be executed by the court. Vezey v. Jamson (158. & St. 69) 
is an instance of the latter class which was approved by Lord Davey in 
Hunter v. Attorney-General (47 W.R., p. 673 ; 1899, A. C., p. 323). Lord 
Davey there said that there is a long series of authorities in which 
it has been held that where charitable purposes are mixed up with 
other purposes of such a shadowy and indefinite nature that the 
court cannot execute them—such as ‘charitable or benevolent,’’ 
‘*charitable or philanthropic,” or ‘‘ charitable or pious’? purposes— 
or where the description includes purposes which may or may not be 
charitable (such as ‘‘undertakings of public utility’’), and a dis- 
cretion is vested in the trustees, the whole gift fails for uncertainty. The 
reason why a trust for public purposes generally is void is pointed out by 
the Lord Chancellorin Grimond v. Grimond (1905, A. C. 124), namely, that 
the directions to the trustees are so vague that in effect it is allowing some- 
one else to make a will for him after his death, and that the law will not 
allow. On the other hand, a trust for public works or objects of public 
utility at a particular place is sufficiently certain, definite, and limited to be 
valid. In Goodman v. Mayor of Saltash (31 W. R. 293, 7 A. C. 633) Lord 
Selborne said that the grant of a fishery to the use of certain classes of the 
inhabitants of a town contained all the elements necessary to constitute a 
charitable trust. ‘‘A gift subject to a condition or trust for the benefit 
of the inhabitants of a parish or town, or of any particular class of such 
inhabitants is, as I understand the law, a charitable trust.’”? In Mitford 
v. Reynolds (Ph. 185) the testator left his residuary estate to the Govern- 
ment of Bengal to be applied to charitable, beneficial, and public works 
at and in the city of Dacca for the exclusive benefit of the native inhabit- 
ants in such a manner as they and the Government might regard as most 
conducive to that end. Lord Lyndhurst held that this was a valid 
charitable bequest, and referred to cases of bequests to supply water to a 
town and for the improvement of the city of Bath. Again, in Dolan v. 
Maedermot (17 W. R. 3, 3 Ch. 676) Lord Cairns pointed out that a gift to 
‘charities and other public purposes’’ was equivalent to a gift for 
‘* public charities ’’ in the popular sense, and for other public purposes 
ej generis, being charities within the statute of Elizabeth and the 
technical doctrine of the court, although not within the popular meaning 
of the word “‘charities.”” Lastly, as to the construction of the word 
** institutions,” it was held in Mayor of Wrexham v. Tamplin (21 W. R. 
768) that a legacy ‘“‘ for the use and benefit of the said borough, or of the 
inhabitants thereof, or of the institutions in the said borough ”’ was a valid 
charitable gift, on the ground that, in accordance with the decision of Lord 
Cairns in Dolan v. Macdermot, it must be held that public institutions alone 
were meant. The practical rule is whether, on the fair and natural con- 
struction of the words used, all the purposes indicated are charitable or 
public purposes. In the present case I am of the opinion that this is so, 
and determine that the whole of the gift in question contained in clanse 8 
of the will is a valid charitable gift.—CounseL, Methold ; Eve, K.C., and A. 
B. Marten; Sir R. B. Finlay, A.G., and BR. J. Parker. Soxscrrors, Helder, 
Roberts, & Co., for Arnold § Greenwood, Keswick ; Trass & Taylor, for T. H. 
Green, Halifax; The Treasury Solicitor. 
[Reported by C. H. Canpzex Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Intermediate Examination. 


The Law Society gives notice that for the year 1906 the subject of 
accounts and book-keeping will be added to the subjects required for the 
Intermediate Examination, so that candidates who present themselves for 
examination on or after Ist January will be required to pass in book- 

and accounts in addition to Stephens’ Commentaries. 
idates who are exempt from the Intermediate Examination will be 
required to pass in book-keeping before giving notice for the Final 
Examination. 

No extra fees will be charged for the book-keeping examination. 

E. W. Wi.t1amson, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C., July 21. 





The Law Society. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
= at the Preliminary Examination, held on the 5th and 6th July, 
5 : 


Allibone, Abram Cory 


Ayrton, Fred 
Arnold, Oliver Vaughton 


Back, Charles Walter 


Baker, George Austin 
Baker, George Frederick 
Bartlett, John Allen 


Kershaw, Geoffrey Goodier 
Leach, Roland Walter Harrison 
le Neve-Foster, Fermian 



















































































Bostock, Eric Lever Lewis, Charles Cecil Courtney In three 
Bradley, Joseph Llewellyn, Dillwyn the connss 
Bremner, Rupert Henry Loe, Arthur Eustace In the c 
Briercliffe, Louis Bernard Mackie, Edward Dorham A 
Burdon, John Hinton Macpherson, Charles Gordon twenty-th 
Camm, Louis John Ashworth Marshall, Edwin Schofield week, the 
Chance, Clifford Cuthbert Marston, John Beale ite 
Chapple, John Edward Maynard, Servington Holt 
Clark, Bernard Middlebrook, Harold From a 
Clark, William Samuel Le Gros Morant, John Gambier jsmed, it 
Clayton, Gerald Fancourt Moss, Maurice Reginald siniistre 
Clegg, Henry Bertram O’Connor, Denis Harrington 4,027, 30: 
Clegg, Herbert Owen, Allan Kingsley 485 deed 
Collings, Harry Plackett, Charles Hubert vhied ti 
Cox, Archibald Stafford Preston, Arthur Montagu wader bot 
Cunliffe, John Cross Reynolds, Charles Cleveland The total 
Davies, Arthur Howard Ritson, Thomas Fletcher vith 465 1 
Davies, Arthur King Robinson, Guy Dudley -_' 
Davies, James Elphinstone Rogers, Arthur John siderably 1 
Dix, Stuart Shirley Room, Francis Buchanan Cecil in banka) 
Dodd, Henry Jaques Salter, Reginald Charles Falconer fi spinste 
Elborne, Clifford Caunt Smith, Sydney Herbert and 2 spin 
Evans, Arthur Edward Stanhope-Lovell, Jasper Francis Inthe 
Fletcher, Victor Robert Stowell, Hugh Oswald Douglas who asked 
Gornall, Arthur Hamilton Sykes, Reginald dusion as 
Halsted, Leslie Cecil Turnbull, Montague Robert Mae. # grsen in 1 
Harrison, Wilfrid Armstrong gregor it appeare’ 
Henshall, Charles Turner, Arthur after they 
Hilton, John Simpson Tyrer, Norman of Bills, 8 
Hopkins, Lewis Venables, Harry Goward Philip sisted in, i 
Howson, Henry Aspden Vick, Cyril Hampton progress 
Hughes, David Watkins, Ernest Vaughan what is kn 
Humphreys, Brian Watts, Edwin Burlton present ad 
Isaac, Frank Stanley Westrope, Harold Ashwell understanc 
James, Edward Willmott, Frederick William whole of tl 
Jamieson, John Melville Woodcock, John Forbes Lawson : 
Jordan, John Paul Wright, George Duncan are seven C 
Kelham, Herbert Young, Kenneth Har man The qui 
e quil 
by Mr. R. 
. r ti 
Obituary. fn with 
iene 
emer¢ 
Lord Lingen. ga 
Lord Lingen died on Saturday in his eighty-seventh year. He waseducated y to th 
at Trinity College, Oxford, and carried off the Ireland Scholarship and the sheet, in W 
Hertford Scholarship, and took his degree with a first class in the schoo liabilities - 
of Litere Humaniores, and in the following year was elected a Fellowof they are es 
Balliol, subsequently gaining the Chancellor’s Prize for a Latin essay andthe contributic 
Eldon Law Scholarship. He entered at Lincoln’s-inn, and was a pupil of the period 
Mr. Peter Brodie and Mr. Heathfield, and was called to the bar in 18, balance -sh 
He soon afterwards became a member of the staff of the Education Depart aad that t) 
ment, and in 1849 he was appointed to succeed Sir James Kay-Shuttleworth Ce, | 
as secretary of the department. About 1870 he became Permanent mm Manageme 
Secretary to the Treasury, and retired in 1885, when he received a peerage. a art 
Mr. Percival Walsh. gh 
Mr. Percival Walsh, solicitor, of Oxford, died on Monday, at theage of MM «isting sc 
sixty-six years. He was admitted in 1860. A few years afterwards k The Bill 
was appointed clerk to the magistrates for the division of Bullingdon, and tanle 
he held this post until his death. He was also registrar of the coumy ton, = 
court and district registrar of the High Court, and was also deputy regi intended 
trar of the Archdeaconry of Berks. Members of his family have, during Local High 
several generations, practised as solicitors at Oxford. county -! 
through ar 
the ratepe 
Legal N ci 
i 
ega ews. ts com 
° improveme 
Appointment. ot bridges. 
Mr. ALEXANDER Morrison Rosr, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Ge Tall to 
Armstrong & Sons, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, has been appointed a (0 toads ag 





missioner for Oaths. Mr. Rose was admitted in November, 1892. 













Changes in Partnerships. 





Dissolutions. 






Joun Benner Bartow and Turner Leg, solicitors (Barlow & Lee), Newal 
on-Trent and Grantham, July 20. 





Cuantes Watkins and Brovon Matrny, jun., solicitors (Watkins 
Maltby), 15, Basinghall-street, London, and Woolwich. July 19. 
[ Gazette, July B 
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General. 


jn three cases heard before the Judicial Committee on Wednesda y all 
te counsel, with one exception, were members of the Canadian bar. 


Inthe case of John Appleton, who was sentenced to death at the recent 
Durham Assizes for the murder of a miner named Ledger near Durham City 
twenty-three years ago, on the evidence in which case we commented last 
yek, the sentence of death has been commuted to penal servitude for 
life. 

from a Board of Trade report on the bankruptcies of last year, just 
iued, it appears: that, with an increase of 260 receiving orders and 
siministration orders, there was an estimated loss to creditors of 
#,027,305, Which was £1,551,482 more than in the previous year. Under 
40% deeds of arrangement the loss to creditors was estimated at £3,344,475, 
which was £493,561 more than in 1903; so that the total loss to creditors 
uder both heads was £2,045,043—the largest amount in the last ten years. 
The total number of the failures of women in 1904 was 487, as compared 
with 465 in 1903. Six fewer married women failed, but widows and spinsters 
aveded the numbers in 1903 by twelve and sixteen respectively. Con- 
iierably more failures of women occur under deeds of arrangement than 
inbankruptcy, the figures for last year being 129 married, 92 widows, and 
fispinsters, or 288 who were engaged in trade, and 5 married, 15 widows, 
md 2spinsters of no occupation. 


Inthe House of Commons, on Wednesday, in reply to Mr. John Ellis, 
yhoasked the Chairman of Committees whether he had come to any con- 
dusion as to the course he proposed to take in the circumstances which had 
arisen in regard to the opposition to private Bills, Mr. Grant Lawson said 
itappeared to him extremely hard that private people and corporations, 
ufter they had spent perhaps tens of thousands of pounds in the promotion 
of Bills, should have these Bills blocked, and if the opposition were per- 
sited in, it was his intention to move the suspension of the Bills whose 

s had been barred until next session. Mr. John Ellis: Is that 
vhat is known as a hanging-up motion? Mr. Grant Lawson: Yes. As at 
present advised, that is what will be done. Mr. Gibson Bowles: Do I 
uderstand the hon. gentleman to say that he proposes to move that the 
whole of these thirty Bills shall be deferred to next session? Mr. Grant 
lawson: Yes, sir. It has been done on many occasions. I think there 
ae seven or eight precedents for this course. 


The quinquennial valuation for the United Law Clerks’ Society, prepared 

Mr. R. P. Hardy, the actuary of the society, states that ‘“‘the question 
to be determined by an actuarial valuation of the assets and liabilities is, 
whether the accumulated fund of £107,507 will, when taken in conjunc- 
tion with the future receipts from interest and from the contributions of 
etisting members, be sufficient to discharge the various claims as and when 
thyemerge ; or, whether such accumulated fund contains any surplus that 
may be safely made available for any enhancement of the benefits. The 
reply to this inquiry may be derived from the appended valuation balance- 
sheet, in which are set out, on the one side, what are called the discounted 
lisbilities—viz., the sums expected to be paid, less interest for the periods 
they are estimated to stand out; and, on the otherside, the discounted 
contributions —viz., the amounts expected to be received, less interest for 
the period they are are calculated to be foreborne. An inspection of this 
talance-sheet will shew that there is no surplus available for appropriation, 
ad that the balance in favour —viz., £2,925, is, upon grounds of ordinary 
prdence, required to be held as a fund for the necessary expenses of 
Matagement, should the extraneous and unreliable Source of income 
derived from legacies, donations, &c., shrink below the unavoidable outlay 
wderthis head. I, therefore, much regret that I am unable to advise the 
members that they can safely make the increase upon the superannuation 
benefits as proposed by the committee—or, indeed, any increase upon the 
existing scale of allowances.’’ 


The Bill introduced in the House of Commons this week by Mr. Arthur 
Stanley on behalf of the Roads Improvement Association, of which body he 
Vice-president, is, says the Parliamentary correspondent of the Times, 
intended to create a central department for the purpose of assisting the 
local Highway Authorities ; to increase largely the highway powers of the 
county authorities ; to provide for the construction of new main roads 
through and out of the large urban districts; to protect the interests of 

tatepayers by providing that suburban districts shall be laid out 
‘cording to some definite plan under which new trunk roads of adequate 
Width shall be built and the existing ones widened before building opera- 
tions commence, and so render unnecessary costly street widening and 
improvement schemes, and to amend the law relating to the maintenance 
ot bridges. The Bill, which has been in preparation for some time, applies 
many of the principles laid down by the Royal Commission on London 
Traffic to the whole country. Its principal objects are to classify certain 
Toads as “ national roads,’’ and to contribute towards the expenses of the 
malhtenance, alteration, or reconstruction of such roads out of the moneys 
provided by Parliament. Following the recommendations of the 
partmental Committee on Highways, it also provides for the establish- 
ment of Highway Authorities for combined areas, and, if adopted, it would 
the county councils the supreme authority for all highways within 
county, in the same way as Parliament has recently made the county 
council the supreme authority for educational matters. 


Mortgagees have hitherto, says the Law Quarterly Review, generally 
Protected themselves from the liabilities of a mortgagee in possession by 
stipulating in the mortgage deed that a receiver —— by them under 

PoWers of the deed shall be deemed the agent of the mortgagor, but in 

Printing Co. (Limited) v. Chic (Limited) (1905, 2 Oh. 123) the 
ebenture-holders omitted this precaution, and the court had—for the 


































































first time—to determine what is the position a receiver of a company's 
business and assets appointed by the debenture-holders under a power in 
the debentures in the absence of such a clause. The conclusion the conrt 
came to was that such a receiver was the agent of the debenture-holders, 
not of the company, and any other conclusion would have been attended 
with great injustice to persons dealing with the receiver, as the case itself 
illustrates. ‘The company ran a newspaper. It owed its printers a 
large sum, and the printers said, ‘“‘We will not go on, unless 
you assign us by way of security the payments for the future 
advertisements in the paper.’”’ The receiver agreed to this proposition and 
the paper went on. Then a new receiver was appointed, and he, acting in 
the interests of the debenture-holders, repudiated the assignment so far as 
it purported to give the printers a charge in priority to that of the deben- 
ture-holders, and, of course, if the receiver in giving the charge was acting 
as agent for the company, he could not affect the rights of the debenture- 
holders without their consent. It came, therefore, t> this: Was the 
receiver acting in the matter as the agent of the company or of the deben- 
ture-holders? and, looking at the question from the point of law and 
common sense, the court had no difficulty in deciding that the receiver was 
the agent of the debenture-holders. He was appointed by them, he was 
carrying on the business for their benefit and with a view to selling it 
advantageously for them. 





The Hull Corporation announce an issue of £400,000 Three and a-Half 
per Cent. Stock at 101. The first dividend, being six months’ interest, is 
payable on the 1st of February, 1906. The stock will be redeemed at par 
on the 31st of July, 1955, or at their option, at par, on or after the 31st of 
July, 1925, upon three months’ notice. Applications will be received by 
the Bank of England, and the list will be closed on or before the 2nd 
of August. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or ReGistTRars In ATTENDANCE ON 










Date Emercency Appgzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: ‘0. 2. Kexewica. FaRwe.. 
Monday, July . 31 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
Tuesday, Aug + Jackson Theed ad Church R. Leach 
Wednesday s a R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Thursday ....... .3 Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
| aaa 4 Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Sat IF epee. conseveuees 5 Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buck.ey. Joycr. Swinres Eapy. Warrieror. 
Monday, July ............31 Mr. Jackson Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
Tuesday, Au m Pemberton King Beal W. Leach 
Wednesday .... 63 ackson Farmer Carrington King 
Th UF ccceess . 3 Pemberton King Beal Farmer 
Friday ...... 4 Jackson Farmer Carrington Church 
Sat O cscs 5 Pemberton King Beal Greswell 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


ug. 1.—Messrs. Rropie, Truss, & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—City of London : Very valuable 
Freehold Business Premises, let on leases producing £375 per annum. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Debenham & Walker, London. (See advertisement, July 22, p. iv.) 

Aug. 2.—Messrs. Exuis & Sow are, on the joint instructions of the Worshipful Company 
of Drapers and of the Trustees of the on Parochial i directed to Let by 
Auction, on a Building Lease for 80 years, at the Mart, at 2:—City of London: 
Valuable Building Site uf about 3,100 square feet in Bow-lane, between Queen Victorna- 
street and Cheapside. Bolicitor, R. Pearce, Esq., London, (See advertisement, this 


week, page.) 

Aug. 2.—Messrs. ‘'rist & Co., at the Mart, at 1, in Two Lots:—Peckham: Freehold 
Groud-rents (1) of £101 10s. per annum, secured upon 39 dwelling-houses, shops, and 
premises, with reversion in eight years to the rack-rents, estimated 
annum, and (2) of £40 per annum, secured upon 12 d and a plot of land, 
with reversion in 88 years to the rack-rents, estimated at £535 per annum. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Janson, Cobb, Pearson, & Co., London. (See advertisement, this week, k 
page.) 

Aug. 3.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrrexp, at the Mart, at 2:— 

REVERSIONS : ' 

To One-seventh of a Trust Fund, value £22,463 17s. 6d. ; lady aged 64, provided a 
mtleman aged 26 survive her. Solicitors, Messrs. Pears, Ellis, Pears, & 
randreth, London, : 

To One-fourth of £1,000, invested on Mortgage, &c.; gentleman aged 66. Soli- 

citors, Messrs. Badham & Comins, > te 

To One-third of a Trust Estate, value £10,000; lady aged 61. Solicitors, Messrs, 

) & ni 4 





jon. 
To One-eighth of One-fourteenth of £132,000 Two-and-a-Half per Cent. Annuities ; 
79. Solici Messrs. Hepburn, Son, & Cu e, London. 


Jady 

To One-sixteenth of a Trust of the estimated value of £5,696; lady aged 99, 
provided a lady aged 58 survive her; also to a similar Share, together with 
Policies, provided a gentleman aged 55 survive. Solicitors, Messrs. Lawrence, 


Graham, & Co., London. : 
To One-fourth of £3,200; lady 83, provided reversioner aged 46 survive her. 
LIFE INTEREST of « ge Clatel, ya) eee 
FE INTEREST of a gentleman a 49, in wa, ucing: 
212 per annum. with Policies, Solicitors, Messrs. White & Co., London. 
A ONE-NINTH SHARE in possession of a Trust Estate value £120,000, Solicitors, 
Mesers, Fowler & Co., London. ; 
POLICIES for £1,300, £1,200, £1,000, £1,000, £500. Solicitors, Messrs. Finch & 
ar Barnstaple; J. E. Bush, Esq., Brighton; and @. C, Tijou, Baq., 
sondon, ‘ 
comme in H. Spicer & Company (Limited)—150 £10 Seven per Cent. Cumulative 


erence Shares. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 
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Result of Sale. 


Messrs. Trottorz announce that the following two Properties recently offered at the 
Mart have now been sold by Private Treaty: 45, Belgrave-square, 8.W., the Noble Town 
Mansion, with excellent stabling for seven horses; a Long Leasehold Detached Resi- 
dence, known as “ Hambleton House,’’ Portinscale-road, Putney, with grounds, in all 

ut an acre. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gaszettz.—Fripay, July 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limttep 1x CHANCERY. 


CaLtenpers Parrr Mayvractunine Co, Liutrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 19, 
directad to heard Aug 1. Osborn & Osborn, Coleman st, solors for petner. Notice ot 
as must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

uly 31 

CoxsotipatTep Goip Mixes or Catirory1A, Liuitep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 2i, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Alfred William Cook, 74, Cheapside : 

Datra Santen Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A G M Dickson, 
National Bank of Egypt, Alexandria 

G.iesxcor Sreamsuip Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James Primrose 
Lindsay, Mercantile chmbrs, Quayside, Newcastle on Tyne 

GLesmorveys Steamsuir Co, LimitEp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to 
send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Primrose Lindsay, Mercantile chmbrs, Quayside, Newcastle on Tyne 

Harzis, Coorer & Co, Limitep (1x Votuntaay LiquipatTion)—Creditors are requested, 
on or before Aug 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ther debts 
or claims, to Howard William Brettell, Central House, 75, New st, Birmingham. Cook- 
sey, Old Hill, Staffs, solor for liquidator 

Ho.mes & Sons, Luarep (tn Votuytary Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts of 
claims, to Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich, solors for liquidators 

Panis [xvestuent Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 26, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harper & 
Broom, 27, Chancery In 

Tuscany SynpicaTE, Limttep (1x Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Lacey Downes, 11, Ironmonger In 

Witxisson Tyre anp Treap Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 18, 
directed to be heard at the County Court House, Queen st, Hudderfield, on Aug 3, at 
11. Fuller, 80, Coleman st, for Dendy & Patterson, Manchester, solors for petners. 
—_ = appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of Aug 

Wa Ava’s Grssox, Lonrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wm Aug’s Gibson 
and Robertson Lawson, 34, Old Broad st. Balfour & Co, Old Serjeants’ inn, Chancery In, 
eolors for liquidators 


County Pavatixe or LANCASTER. 
Limitep tn CHANCERY. 


Wortn Hart & Buck, Limirzp—Petn for winding up, presented July 18, directed to be 
heard at the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, on July 31. Houghton & Co, 
Preston, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 29 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep in CHAaNcERy. 


Kiexup Miserat Water Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 6, to send 
tbeir names and addressee, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thrale C. 
Martin, 86, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Leen Vatiey Mutvar Ivsvraxce Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
8. to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
amr sol Ebenezer Price, 99, Cheapside. Wells & Hind, Nottingham, solors for 
iquidator 

Manquis Lavuxpry, Limirep (1x_Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
31. to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or, claims, to 
Robert Hugh Bindloss, 24, North John st, Liverpool. Harrison & Burton, Liverpool, 
solors for liquidator 

Pooig axp District Evecraic Traction Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 3, o —_ _— ouees and ag and the iculars dl be 9 debts or claims, 

°o arcke anc eric) x onington House, Norfolk st, Strand. 
Norfolk st, Strand, solor for lic uidators - : puctiesssites 

Ramsbottow MixeraL Water Mayvractunixc Co, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to hant Birtwistle, 8, Garden st, Ramsbottom 

8 B Bawey & Lampert, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented July 20, directed to be 
heard Aug 8. J B & F Purchase, Regent st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must vena the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 7 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cratm. 
London Gasette.—Tvuxsvay, July 11. 


Dz Mixers:, Gracnixo pe Hienscurt, New Bond st, Artist Aug 12 Gucgliel 
J = oa eee Dabs, pie Bese In ‘ 8 uglielmotto v 
ACK#ON, SAMUEL, nchester, er Augil5 Derbyshire v J i = 
chester Hill, Manchester ad yshire v Jackson, Registrar, Man 


London Gazette.—Tunspay, July 18. 


Carn, Axtnoxy Currstornen, Newington, Surrey Sept 1 Harrison v Treasur 
Solicitor, Kekewich and Joyce, JJ Treasury Solicitor, 276, Royal Courts of ome, 
Moatr. Mary Ecizasera, Bethnal House Asylum, Bethnal Green Oct 24 White v 
oate, Judge in Chambers, Room No, 288, Royal Courts of Justice Trenam 

New ct, Lincoln’s inn : 


London Gasette,—Fuivay, July 21. 


Extox, Eowasp, Bimingham, Biewer Aug 21 Cornforth v Et J 
Hayes, Birmingham J - ton, Warrington, J 





Gupcrox, Rosert Epwarp Horsiey, Southampton, Private Hotel Proprietor Aug gy 
Gudgeon v Warner, Buckley and Warrington, JJ Warner, Winchester "8 

StavcHTeR, Mary Exizasera, Surrey st, Strand, Hotel Proprietress Aug 31 Waltony 
Aitchison, Joyce, J Aitchison, Newcastle upon Tyne 


London Gazetie.—Tvusspay, July 25. 


E.is, Witi1am, Morecambe, Lancaster Sept 11 Hardcastle v Ellis, Buckley and Wy. 
nngton,JJ ‘Tilly, Morecambe 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Ciam, 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, July 11. 


Bairey, Tuomas, Fillingham, Lincs Aug4 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

BenckenporFF, WILHELM Oscar, Thames Ditton Augi4 Young & Co, Essex st, Stranj 

Bipwei, Tuomas SHEL¥oRD, Bournemouth, Brewer Aug8 Josselyn & Sons, Ipswich 

Bisnop, SaraH, Saltley, Birmingham Augi19 Lee & Co, Birmingham 

Biackog, Epwakp, Fleetwood, Lancs Aug10 Gaulter, Fleetwood 

Buioomrigzip, GrorcianA Baroness, Bramfield House, Herts Aug16 C R & F H Bteven, 
Queen Victoria st 

Bartyett, Eowarp Txomas, Wycombe, Bucks, Miller Aug 10 Myers, Trafalgar bldg, 
Northumberland av 

Cave, Witi1am Heyey, Clapham Park rd, Umbrella Maker Augi2 Mann & Crimp, 
Essex st, Stran: 

Cray, James, Nottingham Augi12 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 

CornisH, ELEANOUR Montaau, Hove, Sussex Augi2 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 

Fisner, BarTsotomew CoLiinewoop, Burford, Oxford, Furniture Dealer Aug8 Brow, 
Burford, Oxon : : 

Fioop, Jura Anyz Ape.aipe Soxty, Nottingham Aug 11 Rogers & Co, Victoria g, 
Westminster 

Forp, Wi1114m, Devonport, Merchant Sept 11 Gill, Devonport 

Fozarp, Josers, Batley, Yorks, Joiner Aug 20 Brearley, Batley 

— Clive Vale, Hastings, Architect Aug 10 Verrall & Borla, 
Brighton 

Gracoy, Tuomas, Sheffield, Fruit Salesman Aug 20 Brearley, Batley 

Hastert, Joun, North rd, Highgate, Licensed Victualler Aug 12 Moggridge & Sm, 
John st, Bedford row 

Hanpstey, THomas Avupas, Skellgarths, Ripon, Corn Dealer Aug 1  Brayshay & 
Calvert, Ripon ‘ . 

Hit, Geratp Agruur Hitt, Cadogan pl July 25 Busk & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hexus, Gzorce, Smithards, Northw Iof W, Farmer Aug6_Pittis, Newport, IofW 

Hopwoop, S8arau, Bradford, Cigar Merchant Augi19 Spencer, Keighley 

Hvueues, Davin, Llanrwst, Denbigh Aug5 Jones, Bangor 

Hunt, Francis, Willington Quay, Northumberland, Gas Fitter Aug 22 Cozens-Hardyt 
Jewson, Norwi 

Jacques, Mary, Cheylesmore, Coventry Aug10 Twist & Sons, Coventry 

James, James, Bwich, Colva, Radnor, Farmer Sept 1 Vaughan, Builth 

Kitvineton, Farperick Riowarp, Cloudesley sq, Islington Aug 18 Cowley & Hanm, 
Gresham 


st 
Lane, James, Worcester July 29 Coombs, Worcester 
Latimer, Georer, Gt Horwood, Bucks Avg8 Wilkins, Aylesbury 
Locke, ALBERT, Peel Green, Patricroft, Lancs, Builder Aug12 Dendy & Paterson, Man 
chester 
Macponap, Anniz, Nottingham Aug 31 Burdekin & Co, Sheffield : 
Morris, Gzoros, Clent, nr Stourbridge. Farmer July 29 Collis, stourbridge 
Morzis, Rosert, Hendref, Rhuddlan, Flint, Farmer Augi16 Bromley & Co, Rbyl 
Ouiver, Rev Witi1am Macsaytay, Bovinger Rectory, Essex Sept 29 Bond, Ongar 
Pgacock, Mary, Gateshead Aug2é¢ Swinburne, Gateshead ~ : 
Prrrit, Hensy, Leighton Buzzard, Solicitor Aug 15 Pettit & Co, Leighton Buzzari 
Picov, Freperick ALEXANDER Preston, Dartford Aug 12 Roberte, Bishopsgate # 
Without 
Pucxerine, WitL1AM, Low Catton, Yorks, Farmer Aug2l Wood, York 
Repsnaw, Francis, Newtown, Leeds, Grocer Augi5 Crawford, Leeds 
Ricnanps, Gzorce Bayan, Plympton, Devon Augl0 Bulteel & Rowe, Plymouth 
Ricnarpson, Ex1za Fietcusr, Swansea Augi12 Strick & Co, Swansea 
Sarcant, CaTserine Grace, Parchmore rd, Thornton Heath Aug 6 Guillaume & Som, 


8 8q 
Scuwartz, Rev ALEXANDER JoserH, Camden rd, St Pancras Sept 1 Warren, B.dford 
row 
Scorney, Witt1am, Sawtry, Hunts, Dealer Aug 19 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntiagdon 
Scorr, THomas, Grangetown, Yorks, Land Agent Aug 15 Jackson & Jackson, Middler 
brough 
Gemma: Watrer, Guildford, Grocer Augi10 Potter & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Swirt, Emma, New Basford, Nottingham Augl2 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 
Tea.x, Saran, Leeds, Confectioner Aug4 Ford & Warren, Leeds 
Topp, Wiii1aM, Haddenham, Bucks, Farmer Aug8 Wilkins, Aylesbury 
Upton, Jaye, Gorehill, nr Petworth Sussex Augi2 Pitfield, Petworth, Sussex 
Watmsiey, Exzanon Saag, Kirkdale, Liverpool Aug 11 Masters & Venables, 


ve 
Warteow, Hannan Epmunpson, Leeds Aug4 Fore & Warren, Leeds 

Warts, Magia, St Leonard’s on Sea Aug 14 Morse & Co, Walbrook 

Wiotry. Reopen, Colchester, July 22 ittey & Denton, Colchester 

Witp, Tuomas, Southport Aug1 Lawson & Hartley, Manchester 

Woop, Dozoruy Ayn, Kirkwhelpington, Northumberland Aug 23 Webb, Morpeth 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 14. 


Apsort, Witt1AM, Wellingborough, Northampton Aug 21 Parker, Wellingborough 


Baines, Joun, Church, Lancs, Labourer Aug 16 Slinger, Accrington 

Barxes, Lazarus Turetvatt, Horsham July 24 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster : 

Bairnp, Rosert Heney, Ashley gdns, Victoria st, Westminster Sept 1 Withers & 
Withers, Arundel st, Strand 

Bartiert, Evten, Tunbridge Wells en Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

Beprorp, Joux Gray,8utton Augl0 Tapp & Co, South Molton st ae 

Booras, 8anan Ann, Beckenham, Grocer Aug16 C 3 & F H Stevens, Queen Victoria # 

Brookes, Marta, Stafford July 31 Martin, Wolverhampton 

Brows, Sarau Jane, Barnack, Northampton Aug 14 Gordon-Place & Co, Leicester 

Bavce. Samver, Wakefield Aug3i Harrison & Co, Wakefield 

Crerx, Captain CLaupe, CIE, Albert Hall mans, Kensington gore Aug 31 Darley & 
Cumberland, John st, Bedford row ; 

Currrorp, Heyny, Blackheath Aug 31 Batchelor & Batchelor, Croom’s hill, Greenwich 


| Coates, James, Erlanger rd, New Cross Augil Swann & Co, Cannon st 


Coprinc, BamuEL Wanp, Lower rd, Rotherhithe Aug 31 Hawks & Co, Borough High #; 
Southwark 

Corrina, Revars, Lower rd, Rotherhithe Aug 31 Hawks & Co, Borough High #, 
Sou! 


wark 
Convey, 5 ‘Wi .ram, Stokeinteignhead, Devon, Yoeman Aug 26 Baker & Co, New. 
A ev0n 


Crockrorp, ‘Faepenick, Springfield, nr Chelmsford Aug 81 Turner & Son, Gt Alie#t, 
Whitechapel 
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Doss, EDwarD JOHN, Tunbridge Wells Aug 25 Andrew & Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 

Jumenam, WILLIAM Jous, Newcastle upon Tyne, Shipowner’s Clerk Augi2 Arnott 
& Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Fusck, WILLIAM, Paradise st, Marylebone Aug 22 Brown & Aylen, Gresham bldgs 

Fey, Huma JANE, Camberwell grove Augi14 Pannell, Lincoln's inn tields 

Gusert, THOMAS ALBERT, Birmingham July 31 Thomas & Co, Birmingham 

Guasizn, Tom Cuaries, Amcotts, Lincs, Farmer Aug5 Taylor & Co, Doncaster 

y, Witu1am, Banbury Augi13 Bennett, Banbury 7 

eee, James Macpowatp, Eastbourne Aug 23 Janson & Co, College hill 

Joxzs, Manta WHITWORTH, St Mary Diss, Norfolk Aug 13 Maples & Co, Fredericks pl, 
Old Jewry 

Kurmuay, Henry, ~ oo rd, St Pancras, Manufacturers’ Agent Aug 22 Jennings, 
Kentish Town 

Jun, Ropert James, Putney Aug19 Boyze, Winchester House, Old Broad st 

Looe, Henry, Cardiff Augil Ward & Hugh-Jones, Harwich 

Marcu, Henry, South Park, Lincoln Augi4 Walker & Co, Alford 

MissHALL, Frank, Camberwell grove, Camberwell, Dairyman Aug 31 Lovell & Co, 
Gray’s inn sq ; ; A 

Martack, Samuzy, West Keighley, Yorks Augi Lister & Turner, Keighley _ 

wencer, Epwin Carter, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler Aug7 Hayes, Birmingham 

Newuax, Canotinz Marrsa, Witham, Essex Augi2 Bawtree & Sons, Witham, Essex 

Niwsomz, Jonx, Alderley Edge, Chester Aug 25 Sutton & Co, Manchester 

Pacs, Francis Ervy, Southminster, Essex, Farmer Sept 293 Clapham & Co, Devon- 
shire sq 


Pace, GeoRce, Leytonstone Aug 31 Coote, Bow st, Covent garden 
Peake, HenaizTTA JANE, Castletown, Isle of Man Sepct1 Greville-Smith, Clement’s inn, 


Stran 

Purxs, Epwarp Cioupgs.ey, Sloane sq, Chelsea, Chemist Sept 1 Tomlin & Chitty, 

ld Burlington st 

Perrier, GzoaGce, Ashford, Kent July 28 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Pus, Witt1AM JouN, Shirehampton, ur Bristol, Licensed Victualler Aug 10 Meade- 
King & Sons, Bristol 

Porsoy, RurH, Swindon Augil5 Withy, Swindon 

Porter, Poorse, Whitchurch, Glam, Market Gardener Aug 25 Bullock, Cardiff 

Pauuproot, Joun CuampBens, Higher Crumpsall, Manchester Aug 15 Cooper & Sons, 
Manchester 

Rayner, Susanna, Morley, Yorks July 31 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 

Ruy, Bexsamin, Elland, Halifax, Rag Merchant Aug8 Bastide & Co, Halifax 

Kosivson, JANs, South Shieids aug 3t Brown & Son, Newcastle on Tyne 

Rusixson, Joun, Lostock Halil, Lancs, Grocer July 29 Woodcock, Bamber Bridge, Lancs 

Rosg, Wittiam Ricuarp Samira, Christchurch avy, Brondegbury Aug 18 Williams & 
James, ‘Thames Embankment 

Sr Heuer, the Right Hon Francis Heyry, Baron, PC, GCB, Arlington Manor, Berks 
Aug il Norton & Co, Old Broad st 

foorr, Hannan, St Anne's on Sea, Lancs Augi1 Lister & Turner, Keighley 

buzrwin, JonN, Queensberry, Yorks Augi1 Elliott, Queensberry, bradford 

Stanton, Jonn, Harwich, Licensed Victualler Augll Ward & Hugh-Jones, Harwich 

Tytpew, Harriet Leonora Frances, Chilham, Kent Augi12 Carter, Regent st 

Waren, Joun, Slaugham, Sussex Sept1 Pennington & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Westox, KATHARINE JANE, Chichester Augil4 Beavan, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Wurtz, Taomas, Surbiton Augi7 Sherwin, Portsmouth 

Wiuuiams, Joann, Ormskirk Aug 31 Kennedy & Glover, Ormskirk 

Wuuiams, Wavrer, Bourne Ena, Bucks aug3l Burgess & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 


Yousz, AnTHuR, Charles st, Hatton gin Augi6 Hales, Clifford’s inn 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, July 18, 


Assott, Janz, Lazonby, Cumberland Aug 31 Cant & Fairer, Penrith 

Avi, Francis, Beeston, Notts, Surveyor Aug12 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 

Asuoown, Henry, Rectory pl, Woolwich Augi2 Burdett-Cunningham & Uo, Parliament 
st, Westminster 

Breesgy, AnsaLom, Southborough, Kent, Horse Dealer Aug 23 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Bevuxcuam, Tuomas, Seven Kings, Ilford Aug 31 Randall & Son, Copthall bligs 

Bowman, Joun Cuarces, Maghuil, Lancs, Wine Merchint Aug 19 North & Co, Liver- 


pool 
veg a. Birkdale, Lancs, Hardware Merchant Sept 1 Mawdsley & Hadfield, 
uthport 
Burrrain, Ku1za, Dane Park, Ramsgate Aug12 Poyser, John st, Bedford row 
Cuaxcettor, Coartes, Avonmore rd, Kensington Sept 1 Harper & Battcock, Rood In 
Carrer, James, Basingstuke, Licensed Victualler Aug 25 Ke p, Farnham 
Ctay, Hannan Manta, ‘l'unbridge Wells Aug 22 Chambers & @hambers, Brighouse 
Co.z, Jons Buppen, Pinfold rd, Streatham Sept1 Burton & Son. Streatham 
Coxsisu, ELzANouR Montacu, Hove, Sussex Aug 12 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 
Conswe, Joun, Western 1d, Mitcham, Pig Dealer Aug il Saunders 
Cortux, Francis, King Edward rd, Hackney Aug 31 handall & Son, Copthall bldgs 
Fow.ps, Fow.er, Keighley, Yorks July 26 Dewhurst, Keighley 
Gaganp, Joun Warts, Reading Augi15 Tarry & Co, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Gorvon, TRASERIOK, Sunderland, Coal Owner Aug 15 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle 
pon Tyne 
Eow1y, Birmingham, Button Manufacturer Sept 9 Woodward & Co, Birmingham 
Hausiey, Jaues, Lea Bridge rd, Clapton, Engineer Aug 30 Sugden & Harford 
Tronmonger In, Cheapside y 
Hasxey, Weniwortu Beaumont, Chester ter, Eatonsq Sept1 Cope & Co, Victoria st 
Westminster ; 
Hawes, Noan James, Swansea Aug 14 Smith & Co, Swansea 
swans, Axx, Banbury Aug3 Bliss & Fisher, banbury 
Ut, Harniet, Reading July 29 Louch, Newbury, Berks 
Jey, Davin, Ashleworth, Glos, Licensed Victualler Aug 15 Treasure, Gloucester 
ae somes, Lastetbvesh, Weston, Somerset Sept8 Simmons & Co, Bath 
ARE, Rig un VALENTINE Avaustus, Earl of, JP, Kiilarne 2 
K Saltwell & Co, Stone bldgs, Lincoln s inn a ee See 
ent Naruanie., Hastings Aug 26 Davenport & Co, Hastings 
SAPMAN, ELizaneta, East Stonehouse, Devon Sept 13 Whiteford & Bennett, Plymouth 
pane, any Trigngrace, _~ Ass 20 Hutchins & Hutchins, Teignmouth 
b ¥, Erne. Rose, King’ i rk E 
feukanre ose, King’s Heath, nr Birmingham Augil4 Duggan & Elton, 
AWRENCE, Ann, Addiscombe, Surrey Aug 31 Smith & Smyth, Aldersgate st 
Le Biaxo, GrouGixa AmEi 14, Hingham, Norf.lk Aug 31 Upperton & Co, Lincoln's inn 


UJ 
Green, 


elds 
Momo, Patnoseuta Susannau, Regina rd, Tollington Park Aug 17 Quicke, Milk st 
O'Corno 


8 
8, Parrick Wi11aM, Clifton, Bristol Sept 9 Tarr & Sone, Bristol 
PATTEROON, James, Sunderland, Grocer Augl Wablker, Sunderlan 
on me cana Mavup, Bournemouth Aug 21 Crawley & Co, Arl'ngton st, St James's 
ee eo south Avug3l Pears & Co, Albemarle st ' 
NRIETTA, ‘ ‘low cr r ric 7 . x] 
‘a, Bloomsbury hurlow Park rd, West Dulwich Augl17 Routh & Co, Southampton 


I L 
RocuEsTER, k DW agp, Leytonstone Aug 18 Cvuburn & Co, Leadenhall st 


OWLRY, ANDREW, 
Ro upon Tyne 
~~. Ce Eldon pl, Newcastle upon Tyne Aug 15 Lundi & Co, New- 
‘ ne 
Evonr, Puan: ts Banriry 7, Lyme Regis Aug 19 cee & Sons, Dorchester 
Basen amonG HANIRL, Lyme Regis Aug 19 Symonds & Sons, Dorcheste: 
uitH, Aoxzs, Patshull rd, Kentish Town Sept 1 Baileys & Co, Berners st r 


Eldon pl, Newcastle upon Tyne Aug 15 Lundi & Co, Newcastle 





Suita, Noan, Hale, nr Altrincham Aug29 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Syowpon, Euma, Ponteland, Northumberland Aug 15 Lundi & Co, Newcastle upon 


Tyne 
Srrinces, Jouy, Blackburn, Machinist July 29 Carter & Grellin, Blackburn 
Tay or, DanrEet, Moseley, Worcester vy Unett & Co, Birmingham 
Tuomas, Jony, Swansea Augi5 Beor & Plant, 8 ‘ ’ 
Town.zy, Cuasies, Canonbury Park South Aug16 Watson, Finsbury circus 
Vicars, Emity, Egremont, Chester Aug13 Nelson & Co, Lord st, Liverpool 
WapDINGTON, Epwanrp, Blackburn, Taper Augi2 Rennison, Blackburn 
Woop, Mariipa, Birmingham Aug 3l Mogford, Birmingham 


Youne, Hanaiet, Berwick upon Tweed Augi2 Smith, Berwick upon Tweed 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, July 21. 


Baryes, Jou, Seale e, Sydenham Aug 21 Selieg, Raton row, Cannon st 

Barwisg, Witviam, Rainbill nes, Cashier Aug 21 ebster, 8t Helens 

Beioap, The Kigut Rev James, Bishop of Milevis, Southend on Sea Aug 31 Bellord & 
Coveney, Queen Victori» st 

BarnsmeaD, Mary Ann, Ipswich Aug 21 Bantoft, Ipswich . 

Butcager, Mary Avrora, Nightingale In, Wandsworth common Aug 18 Meredith & 
Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Butter, Mary, Huntingdon Aug 26 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 

Crews, Ricuarp, Birchfields, Handsworth, Brassfounder Sept 7 Canning & Canning, 
Birmingham 

Contisoy, CuarLes Josepn, Preston, Lancs Augi19 Clarke & Co, Preston 

Corres, Samuet, Washbrook, Suffolk, Farmer Sept4 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 


Davis, Epwrx, Bradford, Jeweller Aug 22 Atkinson, Bradford 


Evays, Essex, Aberaman, Glam, Shoemaker Aug 29 Davies, Aberdare 
Evet, Maxearet Jaxg, Leigh, Lancs Aug 23 Marsh & Co, Leigh, Lancs 


Farrar, Rey Apau Stoney, Durham,DD <Augi15 Willett, Chancery In 


Gvasson. Joun, Penrith, Cumberland Augi18 Scott & Co, Penrith 
Garey, Joun, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler Aug 10 Acton & Marrivtt, Nottingham 


Hackett, Crarence Pirrerran, Chatham Sept2 Prall & Co, Rochester 

Hap ey, Saran, Aston juxta Birmingham Sept7 Cauning & Canuing, Birmingham 
Haves, Georae, Colchester Aug 14 Wittey & Denton, Colchester 

Hawegins, Georcte, New Cross rd, Builder Aug 3i Miller & Co, Telegraph st 
Henrsert, Emma, Cheltenham Aug3l Rickerby, Cheltentam 

Howanrp, Exizapetu, High Ongar, Essex Aug 31 Bond, Ongar, Essex 

Hucues, Exisua, 8t Clement, Oxford Sept1 Galpin, Oxfo 

Hvuaues, Tuomas, Thornton Heath, Silk Manufacturer Augi18 Chalk, Finsbury pymnt 


Ixcuam, James, Halifax, Librarian Aug 31 Rice & Co, Halifax 


Jackson, Lupron Ricnagp, Harrogate Aug25 Mills, Hull 

Jounson, Mary Any, Runcorn, Chester July 27 Deakin, Northwich 
Joxes, Ereanor, Bedford Augi12_ B gue, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jowett, Joun Wim, Silsden, Yorks, Grocer Aug 31 Smith, Sileden 


Kans, Ropotrne Hirscn, Paris Sept15 Adler & Perowne. Cute av 

Kennepy, Cuan.orre, Rickmansworth Aug 18 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

Kina, Jane, Southwick on Wear, Durham July 28 Walker, Sunderland 

Kiana, voor Brown, Southwick on Wear, Durham, Shipowner July 28 Walker, Sunder- 


lap 

Lecxix, Parrick Comets, Ashburn pl, South Kensington Sept 30 Sanderson & Co, 
Queen Vicwria st 

Lvarp, Mary Any Garyuam, Witham, Essex Sept 1 Blood, Witham, Essex 


Marcu, Henry, South Park, Lincoln Augl4 Walker & Co, Alford 
Mears, Witi1AM, Sunderland Augl4 Walker, Suuderland 
Mipwoop, ALLEN, Bull Green, Halitax, Innkeeper Sept1 Storey & Co, Halifax 


Netsoy, Errzaseta, King’s Lynu, Norfolk Aug 1 Matthews, Swaffham, Norfolk 
Newcombe, Jans, South shore, Blackpool Aug 26 Edmundson & Gowland, Masham 


Penny. Roseat GReEswoop, High Bickington, Devon Aug 31 Woodhouse & Davidson, 
Lime st 

Pettit, Hexay, Leighton Buzzard, Solicitor Aug15 Pettit & Co, Leighton Buzzard 

Putuixe, Wiiu1ax, Rastrick, Brighouse, Yorks, ‘Milk Dealer Aug4 Richardson, Brig- 


house 

Rees, Hayvan Eument, Eithinduon, Trelech are Bettws, Carmarthen Aug 16 Morris, 
Carmarthen 

Ricues, weaaes, Browney Colliery, nr Durham Aug 10 J & R D Proud, Bishop 
aucklan 

Riptey, Cuartes Wii11am, Scarisbrick Vicarage, nr Ormskirk Aug3l Ridley, Princes 
st, Storey’s Gate, Westmmmster 

ennew. meee Lianddulas, Denbigh, Hotel Keeper Aug 14 Williams & Williams, 


y 
Rostnson, Revsen, Copthorne, Burstow, Surrey Aug2l Hughes, East Grinstead 
Russet, Josrru, Dudley, Worcester, J P Aug 2l Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley 
8xivver, Canoine, Kirby Muxloe, Leicester Aug 2l Stevenson & Son, Le‘cester 
Saueit, Rev Henry, Reading Sept 29 Smelt, Laucaster pl, Strand 
Terny, Evwarp, Tunbridge Wells Augi5 Buses, Tunbri Wells 
Tuvor, Juunx, Pontdolgoch, Montgomery Aug2l Jones, Rhyl, N Wales 


Waker, Marta Louisa, Thirsk, Yorks Aug5 Carrick, Stokesley 

Wicuiams, WiLL1ams, Alderion, Suffolk, Farmer Aug 2il Bantoft, Ipswich 

Woopmay, Roseat, Gt Stanmore, middlesex Aug 28 Hughes & Sons, Bedford st, Covent 
garden 

Wootrics, James, Hazel Grove, Chester Aug 31 Johnsons, Stockport 


London Gasette.—Frivay, July 25. 


Apry, Lieut Col Hexry, Queen's Club gardens, West Kensington Sept 21 Collyer- 
Bristow & Co, Bedford row 

Asasy, WILLIam Grover, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Brewer Sept 10 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

Basroy, ALrrep Jony, Halifax, Fruiverer Sept1 Godfrey & Co, Halifax 

CHANDLER, Susannak, Gringley on the Hill, Notts Sept 1 Besouby & Williamson, 
Retford, Notts 

Crate, Francis Zexvwta, Torquay Sept1 Faweett, Finsbury pymt 

Caeaca, Capt BorLe Purpos, Rathorpe Gart, Co Galway Sept 1 Creagh, Charlton rd, 
Blackheath 

Deevey, ANN — West Side, Wandsworth Common Sept2 Hughes & Sons, Bedford st, 
Covent garden 

Dops.ey, Rousrt Marsa Eckersiey Witkinson, Skegby Hall, Notts Sept 1 Eking & 
Wyles, Nottingham 

Fran, ALMA Mary, Weston super Mare, Eating House Keeper Augi7 J H & F W Bere, 
Weston super Mare 

Garon, Secnane, New Bridge st, Architect Aug 25 Thompson & Co, Raymond bidgs, 

ray’s ina 
Masry, anne Hryny, Romsey, Paper Manufacturer Aug 19 Warner & Kirby, 
yinchester 

Hawxkswoarn, Witti1aM, Kingston upon Hull, Commercial Traveller Sept 1 Austio, Hull 

Hicks, Grores Wiiiiam, Bath Augl9 Adam & Co, Bath 

Horwoop, Many, Bamber Bridge, Lancs Aug 26 Wovudoock, Bamber Bridge, Lancs 

Howanp, E.izasern, High Ongar, Essex Aug 3l Bond, Ongar, Essex 

issocems, Fusns Frrrn, shetlield, Edged Tool Manufacturer Aug 31 Bramley & Sor, 


ec 
Jortix, WittraM, Cheyne walk, Chelsea Sept 1 Lewis & Co, Albany ct yard, Piccadill 
Joven, Evan, Frome, Confectioner Aug a Cruttwell & Go, Frome ; 
Keuswitt, Jos, Sewdley st, Lower Clapton Aug 25 Smith, Fenchweh bldgs 
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Lecxre, Caartes Stuart, Watford, Herts Aug 25 Deacon & Co, Gt St Helens 
MaunpreEtt, Frances Janz, Frome, Baker Aug3l_ Cruttwell & Co, Fr 
Mevtior, Naxyy, Oldham sSept29 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
Puckug, Mitiicent Louisa, Cairo Aug 26 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 
Ricnarpsox, Mary Anne Emma, Dalston, Cumberland Augi Mounsey & Co, Carlisle 
Rozsgrrsoy, Coanies Born, Groombridge, Sussex Aug 28 Bower & Co, Bream’s bldgs, 


Chancery In 


————, The Right Hon Marcaret Baronets, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Aug 31 


ford & Co, Arundel st, Strand 


Sxixner, Exizasetu, Hove, Brighton Sept1 Rawlinson & Sen, New Broad st 
Sraca, Emma, Sherborne, Dorset, Refreshment house Keeper Augi5 Ffooks & Douglas, 


Sherborne, Dorset 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 21, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AxerorD, Toomas Wim, Girlington, Bradford, House 
Farmsher Bradford Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Amott, Sypvey Herpert, Sparkhill, Worcester Birming- 
ham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

AxgcHIBALD, Louisa, Newcastle on Tyne, Confectioner 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 27 Ord July 17 

Bateman, Herserr, Dover, Furnisher Canterbury Pet 
July 17 Oxd July 17 

Buow, W G, Carditt, Stockbroker Cardiff Pet July6 Ord 
July 18 


Borger, Water Cuaries Fresuriein Ciirrorp, Thames | 


Ditton High Court Pet June 14 
Cuurcawarp, A.sert, South Norwood 
June 24 Ord July 18 
Conzx, W H, Kensington gdns sq, Bayswater High Court 
Pet June 26 Ord July 18 


Ord July 18 


Coores, Samvet Ramspex, Paddock, Huddersfield, Butcher | 


Hudderstield Pet July18 Ord July 18 

CouLTaarD, Bexyamin Kisksripe, New shildon, Durham, 
Cycle Dealer Durham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Coasin, E R Sr Crate, Beckenham, Doctor Croydon Pet 
Junel0 Ord July 18 

Cross, Freperick Joux, Brmingham, Egg Dealer Bir- 
mingham Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Eastes, Antuur H, North Holmwood Common, Dorking 
Oroydon Pet Feb18 Ord July 18 

Fagse.u, Exoon. Leamore, Walsall, Staffs, Draper Walsall 
Pet July5 Ord July 18 

Gee, Puosse Emma, 
Bartun on Trent Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Gzeuaix, Wiritam, Reading, Coal Merchant Reading 
Pet July 1s Ord July 18 

Hanais, Epwasp, Croydon Croydon Pet July 3 Ord 
July 18 


Heitrean, Rose, Elliott’s Town, New Tredegar, Mon, | 


Ciothier Tredegar Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Hopexixssoxs, Water, Sheffield, Carting Contractor 
Sheffield Pet July18 Ord July 18 
Hut, Rosert Epwasp, Fulwood, nr Preston, Coach 
Builder Preston Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Humpseery, Paxroip Sipney, Koundhay, nr Leeds, Profes- 
sional Golfer Leeds Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Hussand, James Bruce, Brigg, Coach Builder Gt Grimsby 
Pet July4 Ord July 15 
JenomE, Coanves James, Mickleover, Derby, Horse Breaker 
by Pet July17 Ord July 17 
Kixick, James Cuantes, Huggin In, Bookbinder High 
Court Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Kine, Witu1am Jon» Boswett, Whitechapel rd, Coffee 
house Keeper High Court Pet July ly Ord July 19 
Leno, Mattnew, Leverstock Green, Herts, Publican St 
Albans Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Lewis, Wi.11am, South Hill, Talbenny, Pembroke, Farmer 
Pembroke Dock Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Lowery, Davip ALExXanpeR, Newcastle on Tyne, Fish 
Dealer Newcastle on Tyne Pet July3 Ord July 17 
McCuvez. Saucer Rosixsox, Holt, Denbigh, Grocer 
Wrexham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 ‘ 
Maneer, Hesry Vavucnay, Hatton 
High Court Pet June 23s O:d July 19 
Manrsnatt, Wirtiam, Sherwood Rise, 
Nott.ngham Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Matuaews, Epwarp, Old Kent rd, Butcher 
Pet June 26 Ord July 19 
Meacaem, Samuzt Jackson, Chase Town, Staffs, Grocer 
Walsall Pet June 28 Ord July 18 
Mitiagp, Groncr, Reading, Electro Plater Reading Pet 
July 15 Ord July 15 
Morais, Dasier, Walsall Wood, Walsall, Grocer Walsall 
Pet June 21 Ord July 12 
Movrver, Fraxcois Cuzisostouz, London Central Meat 
ket, Smithfield, Licensed Victualler High Cou:t 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Mvctiues, Joun James, Botesdale, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 
Pet July 17 Ord Juiy 17 
Mvrexs, I C, Coleman st, Glass Merchant High Court Pet 
° eg | 15 Ord July 19 
wes, Roces, Machynileth, Montgomery, Grocer Aberyst- 
wyth Pet July 17 Ord Japa? i 
Owes, Wittiam Saerreesoy, Birnam rd, Tollington pk, 
Commiesion Agent High Court Pet June 27 Ord 
July 19 
Prassox, Tuomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Commercial 
Traveller Birmingham Pet July 14 Ord July 14 
Periow, Francis James, Oldham, Lancs, Shoemaker 
Oldham Pet July17 Ord July 17 
High Court 


gdn, Jeweller 


Nottingham 
High Court 


Porter, A W, Leyton, Eesex, Contractor 
Pet June 26 Ord July 19 
Ss Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet July 15 Ord 
ay 


Rapronp, Dupvtey Moon, Queen's gdos, Hyde Park High 
- Court ae June 21 Ord July 19 
icumony, Tuomas, Leeds, Shoptitter Leed 2 7 
ond Jains optitter Leeds Pet July 17 
Bauver, Hexay, Vleet st, Watchmaker High Court Pet 
July 6 Ord July 17 


SwinDeE1, James, Denton, Lancs Aug5 Clayton & Son, Ashton under Lyne 


Croydon Pet 


Coalville, Laicester, China Dealer | 


‘ome Birming’ 


Lincoln’s inn 














Sanpers, Epear, Northampton, Baker Northampton Pet 
Julyi8 Ord July18 
Stzrr, ALtexanpeR, Fore st, Draper High Court Pet 
June 16 Ord July 17 
Siapz, Sypyey Jonny, Pocombe Bridge, Alphington, Devon, 
Market Gardener Exeter Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Swirt, Epwarp H, Dorking, Licensed Victualler Croydon 
Pet June26 Ord July 18 
Tuomas, Davip Luioyp, Raynes Park, Surrey Croydon 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Wa ker, Herpert, and Atpwyn Berprorp, Cleckheaton, 
Yorks, Laundrymen Bradford Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Watton, Wititam James, Thornbury, Bradford, Grocer 
Bradford Pet July17 Ord July 17 
| Was H 8, New Broad st High Court Pet June 29 Ord 
uly 17 
Wixsoyx, Taomas Witton, Wakefield, Grocer Wekefield 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 11: 


Davcsexy, Grorcr ‘G, Long Crendon, Bucks Aylesbury 
Pet June6 Ord July 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Anperson, Harry, Stockton on Tees Aug2 at3 Off Rec, 
8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
AncalnaLp, Louisa, Newcastle on Tyne, Confectioner July 
81 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Borrer, WALTER CHARLES FREsBFIELD CiirrorD, Thames 
Ditton Aug8at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
| Cutzsman, Hagry, Rusholme, Manchester Juiy 29 at 11 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Coney, W_ H, Kensington gdns sq, Bayswater Aug 1 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
| FRIEDENTHAL, JOsePH, Kingston upon Hull, General Draper 
July 29 at 11.30 Off Rev, Trinity House ln, Hull 
Garpyekr, Freperick Stepney, High st, Tooting, Bootmaker 
Avg lat 11.80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
GrirritHs, Wit.1am, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Monumental 
Mason Aug 1 ati1il Off Rec, Wolverhampton st, 
| Dudley 
| Hauy, Henry James, Hanley, Tailor July 29 at 11.80 Off 
| Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
| Haywarp, Henry Wito1am, Minster Lovell, nr Witney, 
oa Baker July 29at 12 Off Rec, 1, St Aldates, 
xfo! 
Hewson, THomas, Kingston upon Hull, Foreman Bricklayer 
July 29 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 


row, Leeds 


turer Aug2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Isaacs, JupAn, Gravel In, Houndsditch, Hat Manufacturer 
Aug2atil Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 

Jackson, Joseru, Barnsley, Baker Aug 1 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 7, Regent st, Barnsley 

Kine, Marraias Farmer, Basinghall st Aug 1 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Kirwoop, Gsouce Witt1AmM Warernouss, Goole, Yorks, 
= July 31at 11.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wake- 

Plc 

| Livockx, W J E, Gt Russell st, Commission Agent Aug 1 
atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lyons, SoLomox, Sandringham rd, Dalston, Fruit Salesman 
Aug 2 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Mircartu, Epwin Cuarves, Llogan, Cornwall, Farmer 
July 3tat12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 


Prr.ow, Jous Henry, Blackpool 


Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
| PickersoiLtL, Wittiam, Leeds, Lithographer Aug 1 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


| Paoctor, Tuomas, Leeds, Baker Aug2atil Off Rec, 22, 
| Park row, Leeds 
| Samuet, Henry, Fleet st, Watchmaker Aug 3 at 12 


| Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
| Sterr, ALexanpeRr, Fore st, Drapery Merchant Aug 3 at 11 
| Bankruptcy bldgs, Curey st 
| Stave, Sypyey Joun, Pocombe Bridge, Alphington, Devon, 
Market Gardener Aug 10 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford 
cireus, Exeter 
Topp, Wiitiam Surtees, Durham, Naval Architect July 
Blatil Off Rec, 40, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Toarwes, Isaac Newcastle on Tyne, Picture Frame Maker 
| July 31 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newesstle on 
Tyne 
Waker, Hexpert, and Atpwyy Brevrorp. Cleckheaton, 
| York, Laundrymen July 31 at 3.40 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel 
| st, Bradford 
Wartrox, Wituiam Janes, Thornbury, Bradford, Grocer 
July 31 at3 Off Rec, 20, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
| Waveu, H 8, Dashwood House, New Broad st, Manager of 
Companies July 81at12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 
Wirsox, Tuomas Wittox, Wakeficld, Grocer July 31 at 11 
| Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Wrxspuam. Epwanp, Hove, Essex July 3lat12 Off Rec, 
| 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 


| ADJUDICATIONS. 


Axgnoyp, Tnomas Wittiam, Girlington, Bradford, House 
Furnuher Bradford Vet July 18 Od July 1s 





July 29 at 11,80 Off | 


| Humpurey, Penroutp Sipney, Roundhay, nr Leeds, Pro- | 
fessional Golfer Aug 1 at 11.80 Off Rec, 22, Park | 


Isaacs, ABRAHAM, Gravel In, Houndsditch, Hat Manufac- | 


| 


| 
| 








Tay, Josera Put.uir, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler Aug 31 Green, 


Tomuinson, Janz, Barton on Humber, Lincs Aug1 Nowell & Son, Barton on Humber 
7 Lac Ashbourne, Derby, Coal M 
un: 


Unverwoop, Grorce Hitt, Heatley Heath, Lymm, Chester Aug 29 Welford, Man- 
es' 
Watruaw, Exizasrta Many Ann, Cliftonville, Margate Sept 11 Payne & Co, New sq, 


t Aug 7 Hollinshead & Moody, 


Weicutman, Grorce, Wimbledon Aug 29 Burchell & Co. Victoria st, Westminster 
Wairttte, James, Warrington, Innkeeper Aug 31 Steel, Warrington 

WILD, Feank, Basford, Nottingham, Leather Manufacturer Aug15 Fraser, Nottingham 
Wixckworts, Saran Francs, Inverness pl, Bayswater Sept 20 Belton, Bedford row 





Bateman, Herpert, Dover, Furnisher 


Canterbury Pet 
July 17 Ord July 17 

Coorer, SamuzL Ramspen, Huddersfield, Butcher 
Huddersfield Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Cou.THarD, Bensamin KiexsrivE, New Shildon, Durham, 
Cycle Dealer Durham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Ger, Puorse Emma, Coalville, Leicester, China Dealer 
Burton on Trent Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Geemain, Witiiam, Reading, Coal Merchant Reading 
Pet July18 Ord July 18 

GLapstTong, James, Catford, Builders’ Merchant Green- 
wich Pet June 16 Ord July 18 

Grecory, James Rosert, Liandrillo yn Rhos, Denbigh 
Bangor PetJuly15 Ord July 19 

Heitrery, Rose, Elliotts Town, New Tredegar, Mon, 
Clothier Tred Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Hitt, Frayx, High Wycombe, Commercial Tcaveller 
Aylesbury Pet July8 Ord Junel7 _ 

Hopexinson, Watrter, Sheffield, Carting Contractor 
Bheffield Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Hurt, Rosert Epwarp, Fulwood, nr Preston, Coach 
Builder Preston Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Humpnrey, Pexroup Sipyey, Roundhay, nr Leeds, Pro- 
fessional Golfer Leeds Pet July19 Ord July 19 

Huspanp, James Bruce, Brigg, Coachbuilder Gt Grimsby 
Pet July 4 Ord July 17 

Issorson, Harotp Arruur, Hill st, Berkeley sq High 
Court Pet April12 Ord July 14 

Jerome, Caarces James, Mickleover, Derby, Horse Breaker 
Derby Pet July17 Ord July 17 : 

Kiiuick, James Caar.es, Huggin In, Bookbinder High 
Co Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Leno, Matrurw, Leverstock Green, Herts, Publican 8 
Albans Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Lewis, Wi1..14M, South Hill, Talbenny, Pembroke, Farmer 
Pembroke Dock Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

McCrvure, Samvet Rosinsoyn, Holt, Denbigh, Grocr 
Wrexham Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Molnrizg, Cuarves Saiecps, Bucklersbury, Inventor 

igh Court Pet May15 Ord July 15 

MarsHatt, Wittram, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham Not- 
tingham Pet July17 Ord July 17 ; 

Miiiarp, Georae, Reading, Electro Plater Reading Pet 
June 15 Ord July 15 

Morais, Daniet, Walsall Wood, nr Walsall, Grocer Wal 
sall Pet June2l Ord July 17. 

Movurtet, Fraxcois Carisostome. London Central Meat 
Market, Smithfield, Licensed Victualler High Court 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 ; 

Mortimer, Joan James, Botesdale, Suffolk, Farmer Ipswich 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Over, Epwarp, Cheapside, Estate Agent High Court P.t 
March 9 OrdJuly 15 

Pearson, Tuomas, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Commercial 
fraveller Birmingham Pet July 14 Ord July 4 

Pertow, Francis James, Oldham, Shoemaker Oldham 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 


| Proctor, Tuomas, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet July 15 Od 


July 15 
Ricamonp, Taomas, Leeds, Shopfitter Leeds Pet July 17 
Ord July 17 


Roaps, Montacve Linton, Newark, Notts, Publican Not- 
tingham Pet May 31 Ord July 15 ‘ 
Roserts, Gairritu, Carnarvon, Hotel Proprietor 

Pet June 26 Ord July 19 
Sanpekrs, Epcar, Northampton, Baker Northampton Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 


Bangor 


| Stave, Sypyry Joun, Pocombe Bridge, Alphington, Devon, 


Pet July 17 Ova July 17 


Market Gardener Exeter 
iverpool Pet May 


Saurra, Anprew Tuomas, Liverpool 
15 Ord July 17 .. 

Srepsincs, Wittiam Harry, Norwich, Grocer Norwich 
Pet June 22 Ord July 17 ; 

Sroxes, Fasperick Wi.iiam, Crawley, Sussex, Auctioneer 
Brighton Pet May 30 Oru July 19 

Tuomas, Davip Lioyp, Raynes Park, Surrey Croydon Pet 
July 17 Ord July 17 

Waker, Hervert, and Atpwyn Beprorp, Cleckheaton, 
Yorks, Laundrymen Bradford Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Water, Percy Groror, Tanshelf, Pontefract, Yorks, 
Ironmonger Wakefield Pet July6 Ord July 19 

Wartoys, Witt1am James, Thornbury, Bradford, Grocer 
Bradford Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

Warernouse, Exizasera Racuart, Oldbury, Worcester, 
Baker West Bromwich Pet June15 Ord July 18. 

Wiuiams, Avrrep Cuarvzs, Iiford, Essex, Homeopathic 
Specialist Chelmsford Pet May 20 Ord July 15 

Wiisos, THomas, and Pacuarp Wison, Cnellaston. 
Derby, Farmers Derby and Long Eaton Pet July 14 
Ord June 24 

Witsox, Tuomas Wittow, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield 
Pet July17 Ord July 17 


Amended notice substituted for that gretiint in tke 
London Gazette of March 3: 


Sricen, Epwixs Gronor, North Worple Way, Mortlake, 
Builder Wandsworth Pet Decl7 Ord Feb 26 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Baxer, Witwiamu Janes, Scarborough, Civil Engineet 


Scarborough Adjud July 8, 1891 Annul June 27, 10d 
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London Gazette.—Turspay, July 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
WELL, GzorcE, Earlestown, Lancs Warrington Pet 
ey 2 Ord July 21 : 
Quamsers, Grorcz. and Atrrep WiLL1Am Smita, Chelten- 
ham, Bakers Cheltenham Pet July19 Ord J | 19 
Overy, AtBert Epwarp, Gosport, Hants, Jeweller Ports- 
mouth Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Dayson, GrorcE, “y+ Barton on Humber, Builder 
GtGrimsby Pet July7 Ord July 21 
Davizs, Frances Louisa, Falcon rd, we <¥- Junction, 
Milliner Wandsworth Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Davies, Joux Streruenx, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 
Watchmaker Wells Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Daarer, Joun, Brownlow rd, Finchley, Cycle Maker High 
Court Pet July 4 Ord July 21 
uss, JoszrH, Clown, Derby, Grocer Sheffield Pet July 20 
Ord July 20 


Fey, Henry Ottver, Deal, Iron Merchant High Court 
Pet June 27 Ord July 21 
Gaeex, CATHARINE TimpERLEY, Bournemouth, A: ent 
House Proprietress Poole Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Garey, Joun Henry, Eastbourne, Accountant High Court 
Pet June 20 Ord July 21 
Harzison, Caristoruer, Stockton on Tees, Farm Labourer 
Stockton on Tees Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Hoarz, Freperick Witu1am, Nottingham. Cycle Tyre 
Dealer Nottingham Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
TAxson, Rovert, Chapel Allerton, Leeds, Engineer Leeds 
Pet July 3 Ord July 21 
Keutzy, Grorcre James, Knowle, Bristol, Builder Bristol 
Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Loxtoy, Cuarues Byron, Clifton, Bristol, Architect Bristol 
Pet June1 Ord July 21 
McDownatp, Coty, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet July 21 
Ord J | 21 
Marxuam, CHares, and Beecuer Markxuam, North Kyme, 
Lines, Hay Merchants Boston Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Mercatre, ALBERT, and James Tuomas Mercatres, Brad- 
ford, Builders Bradford Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Mixtox, Epwin, Leominster, Hereford, Bootmaker 
Leominster Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Normanton, Arnutey, Barkisland, nr Halifax, Stone 
Merchant Halifax Pet July 11 Ord July 20 
Panrort, HucGu McDowaA t, South side, Clapham Common, 
Physician Wandsworth Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Pearson, Davip WA ker, Southampton, Dealer in Sewing 
ines Southampton Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Piatt, Joseru, Oldham, Licensed Victualler Oldham Pet 
July11 Ord July 21 
Paice, Faepgrick Witiiam, Southsea Portsmouth Pet 
July 19 Ord July 19 
RopweLtt,Matrsew Tuomas, North Evi m, Leicester, 
Plumber Leicester Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Row, Rosert Tuomas, Badingham, Suffolk, 
Ipswich Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Sacer, Ennest Joun, Petersfield, Harness Maker Ports- 
mouth Pet July 20 Ord J = 20 
Suact, Hersert, Leeds Leeds Pet July3 Ord July 21 
Satu, Sipnzy, Crawley, Butcher Brighton Pet July 21 
Ord July 21 
Sracu, Gaston, Chancery In, Stock Dealer High Court 
Pet June 29 Ord July 20 
Tazak, L, Leyton, Tobacconist High Court Pet July 3 
Ord July 20 
Torr, ARTHCR BecconsaLt, Lambourn, Berks, Racehorse 
iner Newbury Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Tor, ALrrep Ricuarp, Coton Gnosall, Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler Stafford Pet July20 Ord July 20 
Waxes, Tuomas James, Brady st, Bethnal Green High 
Court Pet May18 Ord July 20 
Wartrens, Grorce Henry, and Wiiiiam A.rrep Crart- 
wortiy Waters, Briggate, Leeds, Stationers Leeds 
Pet July 21 Ord July 21 
Wittiams, Joun, and Ricnarp Wittiams, Port Talbot, 
Glam, Builders Aberavon Pet July8 Ord July 21 
Wuuams, Percy A, Walsingham Club, Coventry st High 
Court Pet June 29 Ord July 20 
Wray, Gzoraz Henry, Harrogate, Builder York Pet 
July 21 Ord July 21 
4tzs, Grorar, Derby, Labourer Derby Pet July 20 
Ord July 20 


Farmer 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 14: 


Piassan, Hirrotyre, Finsbury pymnt High Court Pet 
May'81 Ord July 12 : 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Akrnoyp, Tuomas Witu1am, Girlington, Bradford, House 
sher Aug4at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Avtv, Tuomas, Sunderland, Boot Merchant Aug 2 at 3 
Reo, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
Barguax, Hever, ver, Furnisher Aug 3 at 9 Off 
Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
BuackWet., WILLIAM, Wolverhampton, Baker Aug 3 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Carstack, Josrru Biype, Bournemouth, Actor Aug 2 at 
2.30 Curtis & Sons, Market pl, Poole 
Cuampgrs, Groreg, and Atrrep WiLLiAM Suirn, Chelten- 
, Bakers Aug 8 at 4 County Court bldgs, Chelten- 


Cooper, Sauven Ramspen, Huddersfield, Butcher Aug 2 
, at1 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, Huddersfiel 
Cuary, ALBERT Epwakp, Gosport, Hants, Jeweller Aug 3 
D at12 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
AUBENY, Gzoror G, Long Crendon, Bucks Aug 2 at 12 


Dav , 9. Oxford 

yins, Jou, twyth, Butcher 2. : 
a, an y utcher Aug 4at 2.15 Town 
Davizs, Joux Steruex, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 


‘atch Mak 2 ‘ 3 i 
Bristal er Aug 2at11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


Daarer, Jorx, Brownlow rd, Finchley, Cycle Maker Aug 
Famemay, Cuaries ied bide mang t, Tailor A’ 
N, WARD, Frome, Somerset, lor Au 
2at11.80 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol ° 








MERRYWEATHER. LONDON N° 2362 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 








MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 8290. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


The ** VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TC— 


Earl Fi inge. E. W. Set, Esq. 
Lord Gifford. Earl Scarboroug’ 

Lord Pirbright. Baron F. de 

Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). | Hon. D. Waring. 


A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 











Gaave, Aucustus Wiutam, Cheltenham, Hotel Keeper 
Aug 4 at 3.15 CountyjCourt bldgs, Cheltenham 


Grorce, Cuartes Tuomas, and James Wruspox, Solihull, | 


Warwick, Wheelwrights Aug3at11 191, Corporation 
st, Birmingham 


Hervrern, Ross; Elliott’s Town, New Tredegar, Mon, 


Clothier Aug2at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Henprrson, Witi14M, Chepstow, Mon, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 3at12 Off Rec, te chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
Hickson, Epwarp, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Dairyman 
Aug 4ati11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Hopexiyson, Water, Sheffield, Carting Contractor Aug 
3 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Hoskins, Frep Warsen, Newport, Mon, Tobacconist 
Aug 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 


Mon 

Hussanp, James Bruce, Brigg, Lincs, Coach Builder Aug 
2at11 Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Jerrs, Epwix, Mexborough, nr Rotherham. Yorks, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


ce Superintendent Aug 3 at 12 Off Ree, | 


Figtree In, Sheffield 

JEROME, CuagLes James, Mickleover, Derby, Horse Breaker 
Aug 2atil Off Reo, 47, Full st, Derby 

Kettey, Gzorcr James, Knowle, Bristol, Builder Aug 2 

*'at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Lewis, Witi1am, South hill, Talbenny, Pembroke, Farmer 
Aug 2 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Lowery, Davip ALEXANDER, Newcastle on Tyne, Fish 
Dealer Aug2atl12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 
on Tyne 

Meacuem, Samvet Jackson, Cannock rd, Chase Town, 
Staffs, Grocer Aug3at12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Mercatre, Apert, and James Tuomas MeTCALFE, 
Bradford, Joiners Aug 9 at 3 Off Reo, 29, Tyrrel st, 
Bradford 

Mutimer, Joun James, Botesdale, Suffolk, Farmer Aug 18 


at 2 ‘Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Myers, J C, Coleman st, Glass Merchant Aug 4 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

NiautincaLe, Bettarp, New Cleeth , Builder Aug 2 
at 12 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 


Owen, Rocrr, Machynlleth, Montgomery, Grocer Aug 4 
at 2.30 Townhall, Abersstwyth 

Owen, Wittiam Suerrerson, Birnam rd, Tollington pk, 
Commission Agent Aug 4 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Price, Freperick Witu1aM, Southsea, Hants Aug 3 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, Portsmouth 

Ricumonp, Tomas, Leeds, Shop Fitter Aug2at1l2 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Rosgats, Grirrira, Carnarvon, Hotel Proprietor Aug 2 
at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 


Row, Rosert Tuomas, Badingham, Suffolk, Farmer Aug | 


2at4.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 


| 


a Epcar, Northampton, Baker Aug 3 at 11 Off | 


" ge st, Northampton 
Ssacer, Ernest Joun, Petersfield, Harness Maker Aug 3 
at5 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
Bracu, Bases, Chancery In, Stock Seater Aug 4 at 12 


Ban toy bl Carey st 
8wirr, Epwarp Ht Docking, Licensed Victualler Aug 4 at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Brid 


Tasax, L, Leyton, Essex, 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Waker, Tomas 


Bankry 
wane "musavnen Racust, Oldbury, Worcester, Muxrox, Evwry, Leominster, ’ 
Baker Avg 2at 11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham minster Pet July 22 Ord July 22 


| Manxuam, CuArzes, and Bexcusr Manxuax, North Kyme, 
Lines, Hay ts Boston Pet July 21 


WItiiAMs, pure A, Coventry st Aug2at1l Bankruptcy 


Wrax, Georce Hesry, Harrogate, Builder Aug 5 at 
1130 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bexyert, Peter Epwis, Gt Winchester st, Financier High 
Court Pe: May 23 Ord July 18 

CaLpwELt, Grorer, Earlstown, Lancs Warrington Pet 
July 21 Ord July 21 

Cuampers, Grorax, and Atrrep Witu1am Saira, C 
ham, Bakers eltenham Pet July19 Ord July19 

Cook, ARTaur, Gravelly Hill, Silversmith 

i Pet May 29 Ord July 21 
Curry, ALBERY Epwarp, rt, Hants, Jeweller Ports- 
-mouth Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Davuseny, Gzorce G, Long Crendon, Bucks Aylesbury 
Pet June6 Ord July 22 

Davigss, Joux Srepuenx, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 

Pet July 20 Ord July 20 


Watchmaker Wells 
Dicky, Henay, South . Cabinet Manufacturer 
High Court Pet July 4 Ord July 22 
Etuts, Joszera, Clown, Derby, Grocer Sheffield Pet July 
Ord July 20 


20 


| Garpver, Witi1am Eversuep, and Joun Seen Se 


Millbank st, Westminster, Wh 


Court "Pet June 15° Ord July 22 
Grorcer, CHaRLes Taomas, and Jawes WiLspon, Solihull, 
Warwick, eel wrights 


> Birmingham Pet July 4 
Ord July 22 ; 
Guover, Witt1Am Jomy, Blackfriars mi, Cooper High 
Court Pet June 14 Ord July 20 


Greex, CaTuanine Tiupsrtey, Bournemouth, Apartment 
House Proprietress Poole Pet July 22 fy be 

| Griassy, Caartes Epwix, Whitefriars st High Court 

| Pet June 15 Ord July 22 

| Hararson, Curistorner, Stockton on Tees, Farm Labourer 

Stockton on Tees Pet July21 Ord July2i 
ln, West Smithfield, 
urt Pet July4 Ord 


| Haywarp, Witiiam Bevery, 
Picture 


Frame Maker High 


July 22 
Bosse? Faeperick Wiiiiax, Notti Cycle Tyre 
Dealer Notti Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Hupsoxs, Joun Lancs, Farmer Kendal Pet 


June5S Ord July 21 ‘ 
Isaacs, Apnanam, Gravel 
tact High © 


In, Houndsditch, Hat Manu- 

Pet June 29 Ord July 22 

| Jackxsoy, Taomas Witt1am, Tuomas Wane, James Suer- 
nERD, Coun Freperiok Baxaett, and Tomas 

Monraaus Syivestsr, Ipswich Ipswich Pet April 18 


| Ord July 20 
| Jessuruy, esas, Eastcheap High Court Pet March 1 
Ord July 21 


Ketury, Groner Jaues, Knowle, Bristol, Builder Bristol 
Pet July 20 Ord July 21 
McCu.tock, Joun, Connaught o, Bigwase mi, Decorator 
High Court yt OM Ord July 21 
McDoxatp, Coury, She! » Undertaker Sheffield Pet 
July 21° Ord July 21 


Ord 


| July 21 . 
Tobecconist Aug 2 at 12) maarene Joux Dovetas, High st, Deptford High Court 
| Ord July 19 


Pet June 1 


Janes, Bethnal Green Aug 4 at 11 | Mercars, Avsert, and Jaurs Taomas Mrroacre, Brad- 
Carcy st ~ | tend, Bradford 


Pet July 14 Ord July 21 


» Io 
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Parrotr, Hucu McDowatt, South Side, Clapham Common, 
Physician Wandsworth Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Puassan, Hirpotytr, Balfour House, Finsbury pymt High 
Court Pet May 31 Ord July 21 

Paice, Freprericx Wit.1aM, Southsea, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet July 19 Ord J Pd 

Pym, Aprtine Mary, St Mary’s, East Molesey High Court 
Pet June 2 Ord July 21 

Reeve, Cuagikes Atpert, Stroud Green rd, Hosier High 
Court Pet July6 Ord July 21 

RopweE..L, Matrnew Tuomas, North Evington, Leicester, 
Plumber Leicester Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Rocers, Toomas, Manchester, Plumber Manchester Pet 
June 28 Ord July 20 

Samuzt, Henry, Fleet st, Watchmaker High Court Pet 
July 6 Ord July 22 

Szacer, Ernest Joun, Petersfield, Hants, Harness Maker 
Portamouth Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

SurTs, Sypney, Crawley, Butcher Brighton Pet July 21 
Ord July 21 

Tuorr, ArTuur Becconsat., Lambourn, Berks, Racehorse 
Trainer Newbury Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Topp, Wit11AM Surters, Durham, Naval Architect New- 
castle on Tyne Pet July11l Ord July 18 

Toy, Atrrep Ricnarp, Coton Gnosall, Staffs, Licensed 
Victualler Stafford Pct July 20 Ord July 20 

Waxteks, Grorce Henry, and Wii1iAm AtFrep Criat- 
worTHY WALTERS. Briggate, Leeds, Stationers Leeds 
Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

‘Wits0n, Mitton Boss, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder New- 
eastleon Tyne Pet July 11 Ord July 18 

Wray, Grorcr Hewry, gate, Builder York Pet 
July 21 Ord July 21 

Yates, Grorce, Derby, Labourer Derby Pet July 20 
Ord July 20 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Manarie.p, Harotp Avaustus, Surbiton, Surrey, Engineer 
High Court Adjud Aug 5, 1895 Annul July 19, 1905 





Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soticirors’ JouRNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 

Foreign, 28s. 


MUTUAL LOAN FUND ASSOCIATION, 


LIMITED. 





For the CONVENIENCE of their CITY CLIENTS the 
Directors have opened a BRANCH at 23, BUCKLERS- 
BURY, MANSION HOUSE. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING.— For prompt 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges P 


Abstracts Copied 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts 3 per 20 folios. 
2 per folio. 
b ove 0 per sheet. 
Full Copies seo ooo +. 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


ADY DETECTIVE, educated, experienced, 

Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divorce, 
Commercial, &c.; strictintegrity ; moderate fees; male and 
female assistants.—Miss Easton, 241, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. 


} OOMS at MAIDENHEAD.—Lady, bright 

and musical, Desires few Boarders to share comfort- 
able home, facing River, between Boulter’s Lock and 
Maidenhead Bridge.— Apply Miss Banner, Villanette, 
Riverside, Maidenhead. 


SPLENDID Light OFFICES and CHAM- 
iy BERS, facing Gray’s-inn Gardens, to be Let in 
Modern Building, at moderate rentals.—Apply to Dovetas 
Younc & Co., 51, Coleman-street, E.C. elephone, 45 

















frUser STREET (close to).— Private or 
: Professional Residence to be Let, in a retired situa- 
tion, close to the Law Courts, and in the centre of the 
printing and pablishing trades ; it contains six good rooms, 

tted bath-room, kitchen, &c.—Apply to FarrsroTuer, 
Exuis, & Co., 29, Fleet-street, E.C. 


LOOMSBURY SQUARE.—A fine Suite 

of Offices, suitable for a firm of Solicitors, to be Let; 
Ground or First Floor, with or without Basement; an 
ae opportunity.—L., 28, John-street, Bedford-row, 


DVOWSON Wanted to Buy. Large 
house and grounds; within two hours of London; 

good Churchman.—Apply C., The Rookery, Marlow, Bucks. 
£32 000 to be Lent out on Mortgage ; 
y* *} Flats or Weeklies not entertained,— 


» Morrcace Derartment, Lumleys (Limited), St. 
James’s House, 22, St. James’s-street, BW. 














HULL CORPORATION £3: °/. 
REDEEMABLE STOCK. 


Interest payable Half-yearly at the Bank of England 
on the Ist Pebruary and Ist August. 


ISSUE of £400,000 £34 per Cent. STOCK, 


Authorized by the Hull Corporation Loans Act, 1881, and the 
Local Government Board’s Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(No. 11) Act, 1888, 51 & 52 Vict. c. cxxzi. 
Price of Issue, fixed by the Corporation, 
£101 per Cent, 


First Dividend, being Six Months’ Interest, payable 
on the ist February, 1906, 
Trustee ave authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893, to invest in this 


Stock, unless expressly forbidden by the instrument creating 
the Trust. 





Tur Governor AND Company oF THE Bank OF ENGLAND 
give notice that, by arrangements made with the Corpora- 
tion of Hull, and in pursuance of a resolution of the City 
Council, they are authorized to receive applications for 
£400,000 of Hutt Corporation RepEEMABLE S8rock, bear- 
ing interest at £3§ per cent. per annum, payable half-yearly 
at the Bank of England, 


The Stock will be redeemed by the Corporation at par on 
the 3ist July, 1955, or at their option at par on or after the 
81st July, 1925, upon three calendar months’ notice being 
given by public advertisement, should the same not haye 
been previously cancelled either by purchase in the open 
market, or by agreement with the Stockholders. 

The Stock will be secured upon the revenues from the 
Lands, Water, Gas, Electricity, and Tramway undertakings, 
and other property of the Corporation, and on the Borough 
Fund and Borough Rate and District Fund and District 
Rate, and, so far as security is concerned, will rank equally 
with all Stock issued by the Corporation. 

As an additional security, the Corporation have, under 
their Loans Act, 1881, to provide Sinking Fands which, 
within the period prescribed by the various Aets 
or Sanetions authorizing the raising of money, Wi 
be sufficient to redeem at par the Stock now pro; to be 
issued, and the Corporation are empowered to invest such 
Sinking Funds in the purchase of this Stock. 

The Corporation own considerable property, including 
Real Estate, Water, Gas, Electricity, and Tramway under- 
takings, Markets, Baths, and Public Parks. The capital 
value of the Revenue-producing property is estimated by 
the Corporation at the sum of £3,238,000. The Corporation 
also own the Land and School Buildings transferred from 
the late School Board, which cost more than £600,000. 

The rateable value of the City exceeds £1,152,000, and the 
Borough and District Rates are unlimited in amount, 
except over a small area added to the City by the Kingston- 
upon-Hull Corporation Act, 1897, as to which the rates are 
subject to certain limitations mentioned in the Act until 
1912 


The outstanding debt of the Corporation, inclusive of the 
present issue, will amount to £3,116,800, which includes 
£68,352 raised for, and lent to, other Local Authorities, and 
£444,929 taken over from the late School Board. The Loan 
now required is to discharge indebtedness of the Corporation 
for City Improvements and other authorized purposes. 

e gross annual revenue of the Corporation from its 
undertakings and from its other properties is shown by the 
accounts to be over £284,500. e Interest on the debt of 
the Corporation is thus amply secured upon these receipts 
without touchi e rates. . 

The Books of the Stock will be kept at the Bank of 
England in London, but arrangements have been entered 
into whereby assig ts and transfers may be made at 
the Hull Branch of the Bank. Dividend warrants will be 
transmi! by post, unless otherwise desired. 

Transfers will be free of Stamp Duty. 


Applications, which must be aceompanied by a 
deposit of £5 per cent., will be received at the 
Chief Cashier’s Offiee, Bank of England, Thread- 
needle-street, London, E.C., or at the Hull 
Branch of the Bank, In case of partial allotment 
the balance of the amount paid as deposit will be applied 
towards the payment of the first instalment. Should there 
be a surplus after making that payment, such surplus will 
be refunded by cheque. 

Applications must be for multiples of £100, No allot- 
ment will be made of a less amount than £100 Stock. 

The dates at which the turther payments on account of 
the said Loan will be required are as follows :— 


On Wednesday, the 23rd August, 190i, £36 per cent. ; 

On Wednesday, the 20th September, 1905, £30 per cent. ; 

Oa Tuesday, the 17th October, 1905, £30 per cent. ; 
but the instalments may be paid in full, on or after the 23rd 
August, under discount at the rate of £2 per cent. per 
annum. In case of default in the payment of any instal- 
ment at its proper date, the deposit and instalments 
previously paid will be liable to forfeiture. 

Scrip Certificates to Bearer will be issued in exchange for 
the provisional receipts. 

The Stock will be inscribed in the Bank’s Books on or 
after the 17th October, 1905, but Scrip paid in full, in 
anticipation, may be inscribed forthwith. 

Applications must be on printed forms, which can be 
obtained at the Chief Cashier’s Office, Bank of England ; 
at the Hull Branch of the Bank of England; at all other 
Branches of the Bank of England; of Messrs. Mullens, 
Marshall, & Co., 4, Lombard-street, London, E.C.; or of 
the City Treasurer, Town Hall, Hull. 


The List of Applications will be elosed on, or 
before, Wednesday, the 2nd August, 1905. ° . 


Bank oF Encuaxp, Lonpow, 27th July, 1905. 





Telephone: 602 Hol i 
EDE, SON AND RAVENSCRO 
Founpep in THE Reon or Wituiam & Mary, 1689) - 


ROBE COURT © 
MAKERS. TAILORS," 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET, + 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coron 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS, 7 





93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 199 


wi po 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the © 
shortest notice. : 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate 


Saare Cestivicates, Desentures, &c., engraved 
printed. Orrictat Sats designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & SO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of | 
Serjeants’ Inn). a 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





f 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEM 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, 
STREET, LONDON. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Age 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Professig 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma no 
&c., and to solicit their continued —— _ 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Bi 
solutions of Partnership, wi necessary Declarati 
File of “London Gazette” kept for free reference. 
appointment. 


OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDE} 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sunday 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., Monda 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be é 
Fellows of the Society. Entrance fee £5. Annual 
scription £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apy 
to the SzcreTaky, 3, Hanover-square, W. q 








EARL’S COURT. 


AVAL, SHIPPING, FISHERI# 
EXHIBITION. a 


Noon to £8 athe 1s. 
Battleships, Torpedo-Boats, Submarines. 
Naval Armaments, 
Shipping, and Fishery Exhibits. 
NELSON’S CENTENARY RELICS. 

Relics of all Naval Events. { 

PORTRAITS OF GREAT COMMANDEBS, &c. | 
FISHING VILLAGE: j 

Fish Hatcheries, 

be dateeenscass EXHIBITS 
SCOTCH and YORKSHIRE FISHER LASSES. 

Model of the Victory. 


} 
' Divers at Work. 
| Band of H.M. ROYAL MARINES. 





EXHIBITION NAVAL BAND. 


FLLEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


LiMiTED, 





PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY Bits, Misurzs or Evipencr, Booxs @ 
REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, Answers, &0., &o, 


|BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZIN 


| NEWSPAPERS, 
General and Commercial W 


| And all 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTH 


NORWICH STRERT, FETTER LANE, LONDON, 





ERIEB 





